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The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. KIRK).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
October 16, 2001.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MARK STE-
VEN KIRK to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

——————

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed a bill of the
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested:

S. 1447. An act to improve aviation secu-
rity, and for other purposes.

————

MORNING HOUR DEBATES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2001, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to not to
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member,
except the majority leader, the minor-
ity leader, or the minority whip, lim-
ited to not to exceed 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California (Mr. FILNER) for 5 min-
utes.

———

BORDER STATES EXPERIENCING
STATE OF ECONOMIC EMERGENCY

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise on
behalf of the towns and cities along the

southern border with Mexico in our Na-
tion. These areas are dying economi-
cally and need our assistance now.

In the wake of the events of Sep-
tember 11, this country has embarked
upon unprecedented procedures to in-
crease our domestic security, and those
procedures are proper. We must have a
new sense of preparedness; we must
have a new sense of being on guard in
this dangerous time of the 21st cen-
tury.

But as we increase our security ef-
forts, we have not taken the steps to
address the effects on our economy and
on our quality of lives as we take those
steps. Yes, we must be prepared and,
yes, we have to take these security
measures and, yes, we are going to
have inconveniences that we have
never experienced before, but let us
think these out thoroughly and take
the steps to increase our resources, if
necessary, to make up for the problems
caused by the increased security.

We have grounded, for example, much
of general aviation around this coun-
try, causing incredible hardships on
one sector of our economy. We can
think that through and change that
situation. We bailed out the airlines,
but all of the businesses and the econ-
omy related to airline flight, whether
travel agencies or rental cars or hotels,
and all the people associated with
staffing those areas have been laid off,
those businesses are in trouble, and
yet, this Congress has taken no steps
to help them.

In an area where I know best because
I represent the border district in San
Diego, California, which borders with
Mexico, towns and cities all along the
Mexican border have taken a hit such
as no other American community has
taken because of the security meas-
ures. Yes, we have to protect our
northern and southern borders from
any infiltration by terrorists and, yes,
we have to inspect all of the pedes-
trians and all the vehicles and all of

the trucks that cross those borders,
and we have to do it more thoroughly
than we ever did before. But let us in-
crease the resources to do it and not
try to do it with fewer resources.

For example, at the biggest border
crossing in the world between 2 nations
in my district of San Ysidro, Cali-
fornia, where between 50,000 and 100,000
people cross per day, the wait at the
border because of the new security
checks has gone from a half-hour to 4
hours, to 5 hours, to 7 hours, 8 hours or
more. In fact, nobody knows how long
the wait will be as they start off for
jobs legally, for education legally, for
cross-border cultural activities legally.
Nobody knows how long it is going to
take to cross that border, whether we
are talking about San Ysidro and Otay
Mesa and Tecate and Calexico, Cali-
fornia; and Nogales, Naco and Douglas,
Arizona; and Brownsville, Harlingen,
San Benito, McAllen, Pharr, Edinburg,
Roma, Zapata, Rio Grande City, and El
Paso, Texas. These areas depend eco-
nomically on cross border traffic, cross
border legal traffic. Legal traffic. Peo-
ple who have the proper documents to
work and shop in our Nation.

So businesses all along the border are
suffering losses from 50 to 80 to 90 per-
cent of their income. They are addi-
tional victims of September 11 and no-
body seems to be worrying about them.

Yes, increase the border security. As-
sure all Americans that no terrorists
are crossing. But let us increase the re-
sources.

I have been told by the Director of
the INS in San Diego that if she had 20
more inspectors per shift, that is 100
more positions in San Diego, which
would cost roughly $6 million or $6 mil-
lion, she can reduce the border wait
from 6 hours to 20 minutes and assure
us of the level 1 security that this
country demands and our citizens
want. We can do the security and we
can keep a reasonable flow across that
border if we give some resources to the
INS and to the Customs Service.
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I have asked the Governor of Cali-
fornia, and my colleagues have asked
the Governors of their border States,
to declare a state of emergency to
bring attention to this economic dis-
aster area. We have asked the Presi-
dent of the United States to declare a
national state of emergency. Let us get
help now to the border communities.
We can have security and economic ac-
tivity at the same time.

——

PRIVATE-PUBLIC CONTROL OF
AVIATION WORKFORCE WORKS
BEST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. STEARNS) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 56 minutes.

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, it seems
that one of the continuing objections
to the upcoming legislation that is
dealing with aviation security is the
whole question of the federalization of
the employee workforce at the airport.
I rise today in opposition to total air-
port workforce federalization, and I am
here to convince my colleagues of the
same. Mr. Speaker, in general, foreign
governments provide an average of 10
to 15 percent of security personnel,
while the private sector provides the
remaining security personnel.

I would like to share my experience
in coming up here on United Airlines.
It was Monday afternoon and I had ad-
vanced through the ticket counter and
the x-ray machine where both my
carry-on and myself was inspected. The
flight attendant and another employee
of United Airlines politely detained
me. It seems that a pair of trimming
scissors which I carry in a small mani-
cure kit had been detected with the
metal detector. They asked, of course,
permission to open up my bag, which I
gave them, and they asked me also to
turn on my laptop computer. They pro-
ceeded to investigate my person, in the
form of hand metal detection and a
pat-down, and finally they permitted
me to board but, of course, not before
confiscating my trimming scissors.
Throughout the few minutes that it
took, the two employees were resolute,
thorough and professional.

I understand on Wednesday, October
3, a bipartisan group of members of the
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure met with top security offi-
cials at El-Al, Israel’s state airline.
This airline is widely considered to be
the most secure in the world, and any
of my colleagues who have flown it can
probably attest to that fact. These ex-
perts emphasized that when they find a
screener to be negligent, that indi-
vidual is relieved of his or her job im-
mediately. They will simply not stand
for any incompetent employee to re-
main in place. In a proven example of
public-private partnership, the Ben
Gurion Airport Authority in Tel Aviv
conducts training, establishes stand-
ards, and manages the overall effort,
while a private company conducts the
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pre-board screening and other security
functions.

Furthermore, in Europe, following a
spate of terrorism, events that oc-
curred in the 1970s and the 1980s, the
aviation system exchanged their pre-
viously nationalized workforce to a pri-
vate sector approach and workforce. In
these European airports these pri-
vately contracted screeners are highly
trained, paid, and retained. We can
glean advice from these precedents:
London Heathrow and Gatwick, Bel-
fast, Rome, Athens, and Paris, and the
aforementioned Tel Aviv.

Now, I know Federal employees can
do the job. I have great respect for
them. In fact, I am one myself. My fa-
ther was an employee of the Federal
Government for 35 years. The case, Mr.
Speaker, is not against government
employees, but for the private-public
arrangement. It is a better model from
all of the experience of other airports,
and we should learn from them.

The solution also comes from the
Transportation Secretary, Norman Mi-
neta’s aviation workforce proposal,
which would combine the best of both
the private and public sector worlds. It
would institute Federal Government
control and oversight, while retaining
the flexibility and accountability in-
herent in the private sector. It would
take steps to promote the function of
baggage screening to a higher level of
professionalism. Specifically, the ad-
ministration’s proposal would imple-
ment practices of more stringent hir-
ing, training, and better pay and bene-
fits. Moreover, screeners would work in
conjunction with law enforcement offi-
cers, including both local airport police
and Federal marshals.

Mr. Speaker, I believe this is the an-
swer to the real problem of security at
our airports. Based upon a tradition of
what works at other airports, I believe
a private-public arrangement is the
best solution. I hope my colleagues will
support this approach.

Mr. Speaker, I will insert into the
RECORD at this time a sheet distributed
by the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
MicA), chairman of the Subcommittee
on Aviation, entitled ‘‘Fact vs. Fiction:
The Truth About Airline Security.” It
further summarizes the arguments for
a public-private arrangement for effec-
tive airline security and has the statis-
tics that bear out the argument that I
have made.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC.
FACT vs. FICTION: THE TRUTH ABOUT AIRLINE
SECURITY

DEAR COLLEAGUE: Let me provide you with
the truth relating to effective airline secu-
rity screening.

Fiction: We must create a new 27,000 Fed-
eral employee bureaucracy to model Euro-
pean success.

Fact: Most airports in Europe provide se-
curity through a coordinated effort of public
sector oversight and supervision of private
screening contractors. In general, foreign
governments provide an average of 10 to 15
percent of security personnel, while the pri-
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vate sector provides the remaining 85-90 per-
cent of security personnel.

Amsterdam: 2,000 private; 200-250 law en-
forcement.

Brussels: 700 private; 40 law enforcement.

Paris-Charles DeGaulle: 500-600 private; 100
police.

Paris-Orly: 350-400 private; 50 police.

Lyons: 150 private; 30 police.

Nice: 150-250 private, 20-30 police.

Frankfurt: 350 private; 500 federal, with
plans to increase private participation.

Geneva: 250 contract, 250 government.

Stockholm: 200 private; 40 law enforce-
ment.

Norway Oslo; 150 private; 20 law enforce-
ment.

Helsinki: 150 contract; 20 law enforcement.

Berlin: 450 private; 60 law enforcement.

London Heathrow: 3,000 private contrac-
tors for screening; hundreds doing guard and
perimeter security for the private British
Airports authority; and 20 federal law en-
forcement.

London Gatwick: 1,600 private contractors
doing screening; hundreds doing guard and
perimeter security for private British air-
ports Authority; and 11 federal law enforce-
ment.

Sincerely,
JOHN L. MICA,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Aviation.

———

BIPARTISANSHIP IN DANGER OF
SHATTERING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) is recognized
during morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, at
a time when people are justifiably con-
cerned about the spread of toxic agents
in our mail system here on Capitol
Hill, I personally have a greater fear
that we are going to fall prey to an
agent that I think, in its own way, is
every bit as toxic. The bipartisanship
and cooperative problem-solving that
the President and our legislative lead-
ership have talked about and that the
American public needs, not just sym-
bolically, but in a practical, hard-
headed way, is in danger of being shat-
tered.

0 1245

Everybody here on Capitol Hill
knows that, to date, the reality is not
quite as bright as the rhetoric and the
promise. Our desperate desire for unity
and cooperation has temporarily ob-
scured some deep divisions.

There were rocky times on several
items in the aftermath of the tragedy
on September 11, although it appeared
as though the President’s challenge
was being met by the gentleman from
Illinois (Speaker HASTERT) and the
Democrats, the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. GEPHARDT).

A series of three events has the po-
tential to deal a body blow to our frag-
ile accord.

The first, unfortunately, has already
occurred, with an unnecessary decision
by the President and the Republican
leadership to abandon a carefully craft-
ed, bipartisan antiterrorist bill from



October 16, 2001

the Committee on the Judiciary. They
replaced it at the last minute, without
consultation and without even the op-
portunity for amendment, and without
Members on this Chamber floor know-
ing fully the implications of what they
were voting on, and locked it into stat-
ute for years to come.

The second threat is brewing as we
speak. The economic stimulus package
which, without the President’s steady
hand and the leadership of the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Speaker
HASTERT), is going to turn into a grab
bag of tax cuts that are to be chari-
table, wildly controversial, and ex-
tremely problematic in terms of affect-
ing our economic recovery.

Here again, this is legislation that
does not need to happen immediately.
We can take our time and do it right in
a cooperative and thoughtful fashion.

Last, and it is important and perhaps
most frustrating, there is legislation
that may be advanced that is designed
to accentuate our differences on inter-
national trade, instead of enhancing bi-
partisan cooperation that is possible.

There is a little contest that is brew-
ing between the legislation of the gen-
tleman from California (Chairman
THOMAS) and that of the gentleman
from New York (Mr. RANGEL) and the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN),
differences that are significant but not
insurmountable.

If the decision is made to force this
through and draw bright lines on trade
issues instead of bringing us together,
more than just an opportunity will be
lost on the divisive and potentially ex-
plosive issue of trade. We could also
slow the bipartisan momentum that is
needed to deal appropriately with the
threats of terrorism and the dangers to
our economy.

The American public deserves better.
This is a unique opportunity to do our
best. The President and the Republican
leadership should join with the Demo-
cratic leadership rising to this occa-
sion.

The President can start today by in-
sisting that any bill for trade pro-
motion authority needs to have at
least 250 votes on this floor, and we can
do it. It should make serious advances
in promoting trade while protecting
the environment, worker rights, and
having legislation that does not put
foreign investor interests ahead of
those that are of legitimate American
and private citizen interests. He should
exercise the unique leadership oppor-
tunity that he has to bring Congress
and the American public together.

As our President and the legislative
leadership have all united in commu-
nicating to the American public, we
are in a long-term struggle. We are
going to need the executive to do its
job, we need Congress to function, we
need to be able to trust each other, and
we need our committees to operate the
way that they are designed to do.

We all need to do our best. We can
start with the contentious issue of
international trade and make it into a
bipartisan victory for us all.
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SUPPORT ECONOMIC SECURITY
AND RECOVERY ACT OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. WELLER) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, these are
important times for our Nation as we
respond to the attack on September 11,
as we work to provide leadership to ad-
dress the challenges that we face, as we
work to provide the solutions to the
military challenge, the international
and national security issues, and also
the economic security issues.

I particularly wanted to commend
President Bush for the strong, com-
manding leadership that he has shown
in response to the attack. I also want
to commend the leadership of this Con-
gress, particularly the Speaker of the
House, for his calm, strong leadership
that he has shown as we address the
terrorist attack on September 11.

We have had several challenges. We
have given full authority to the Presi-
dent for the military action that is
now under way. We have funded that
military action with $40 billion, as well
as the emergency and recovery effort.
We have worked to address the finan-
cial challenges of our aviation sector,
we have passed legislation out of this
House, and we are working out the dif-
ferences with the Senate on providing
special powers for our intelligence and
law enforcement agencies to go after
terrorists.

There is another challenge that we
have before us, though. That is a chal-
lenge that we were already feeling
prior to September 11. That was our
economic challenge.

President Bush inherited a weak-
ening economy. The last 12 or 14
months we have seen changes in the di-
rection of the economy. Unfortunately,
the terrorist attack was also a psycho-
logical blow on our economy, causing
many consumers and business decision-
makers to step back.

The question is, what type of action
should we take? Clearly, we need to act
quickly. We need to provide strong
leadership. We need to give confidence
back to consumers, as well as business
decisionmakers to spend and invest in
the future of our economy.

I believe, as we look at what type of
approach we need to take, that we need
to be thinking short-term, what can we
do to cause investment over the short-
term to protect current jobs and get
this economy growing again; essen-
tially, a cash register effect; incentives
that will cause business decision-mak-
ers as well as consumers to spend and
invest.

Let me give an example of one sector
of the economy that has had a big im-
pact on our overall economy over the
past decade which currently has been
suffering. That is the technology sec-
tor. Over the past decade, the tech-
nology sector has generated one-third
of all our growth in jobs; in fact, the
majority of assets today that have
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been purchased come out of the tech-
nology sector.

I would note in 1994, or in the year
2000, private investment in information
processing equipment software grew at
an average rate of 28 percent. Invest-
ment in computers and peripheral com-
puters grew at an astounding 113 per-
cent average annual rate during that
same period of time.

However, that trend has reversed,
and that sector that grew one-third of
our jobs is now in a slump. We have
seen a loss of almost 400,000 jobs in
technology and telecommunications
since January of this year, and actu-
ally an 8.4 percent drop in investment
from the fourth quarter of 2000 to the
second quarter of 2001.

We do need to act quickly. We need
to provide incentives to invest in the
creation of jobs, as well as revitalize
important sectors of our economy.
Clearly, the technology sector needs
help.

This past week, the Committee on
Ways and Means moved out of the com-
mittee and the legislation will now be
before us in this House this week, what
some call an economic stimulus pack-
age, but legislation that is called the
Economic Security and Recovery Act,
legislation designed to put more money
in consumers’ pockets, as well as pro-
vide incentives to invest.

There are three provisions in this
legislation that will have a big impact
in helping revitalize the technology
sector, which we need to revitalize if
we are going to get this economy grow-
ing again.

The three provisions include the 30
percent expensing, providing greater
incentives to invest by business for the
next 3 years, a temporary provision; in-
creasing the opportunity for small
business to invest from the current
level of $24,000 to $35,000; and also, the
net operating losses carryback, allow-
ing businesses losing money now to
credit that loss against previous in-
come paid in previous years to get a re-
fund to free up capital that they can
invest.

These provisions will make a big dif-
ference in revitalizing the technology
sector. As we look at depreciation re-
form, the opportunity for a business to
expense 30 percent of the purchase cost
of that asset will reward investment.

Currently, a computer is depreciated
over 5 years. By expensing that first 30
percent, that would be a big incentive
to allow a business to recover the cost
of investing in technology, computers,
software, peripheral equipment, med-
ical technology, high technology tele-
phone station equipment, wireless
equipment, as well as DSL and net-
working equipment they can expense
now with 30 percent, with the legisla-
tion we passed out of the Committee on
Ways and Means that will be before the
House this week.

That will reward investment in the
creation of jobs. I would also note, it
will reward investment in providing
greater security. The vast majority of
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offices and factories are all owned by
the private sector. We need to help the
private sector make their facilities
more secure.

With this expensing provision of 30
percent expensing, they can recover
the cost of electronic access equip-
ment, biometrics, television surveil-
lance, as well as computers and soft-
ware to protect their data and informa-
tion systems; also, electronic alarm
systems and other components.

The bottom line is, this legislation,
the Economic Security and Recovery
Act, the legislation before the com-
mittee or the House this week, will re-
ward investment, will create jobs. It
will boost the technology sector, and
will also help private companies make
their offices and their factories much
more secure.

I urge bipartisan support for this leg-
islation. We need to get the economy
moving again.

————

THE IMPORTANCE OF FEDERAL-
IZING THE WORK FORCE FOR
AVIATION SECURITY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Or-
egon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is recognized dur-
ing morning hour debates for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. DeFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, when the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. STEARNS)
spoke in the well earlier about virtues
of a privatized aviation security sys-
tem and the handout of our colleague,
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. MICA),
I did not object to it being put in the
RECORD. I should have, because it was
not written by the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. MicA) or his staff; it was
written by a former FAA senior em-
ployee who is now earning hundreds of
thousands of dollars representing the
private security firms, including the
private security firm currently under
indictment and prosecution by the Fed-
eral Government, Arkenbright. So that
is his information, and the veracity of
it is definitely in question.

In fact, according to an article in last
week’s Washington Post, at Schiphol
Airport in Amsterdam, there are 1,300
police agents to supervise 1,500 private
screeners, who are much better paid,
trained, and have higher qualifications
than in the United States.

If that is the route they want to go,
we would end up having something
more expensive than a totally federal-
ized system with one Federal law en-
forcement person to supervise every
two private employees. It would be big-
ger. It would be absurdly bigger than
what we could do with the normal
scope of supervision in a Federal agen-
cy.

The issue of private firms in the U.S.,
we have tried it. It has failed miser-
ably. I am glad he had a good experi-
ence leaving Florida and they found his
cuticle scissors, that is great; but they
are missing other things, like fake
hand grenades, fully-assembled weap-
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ons, Kknives, bombs, or simulated
bombs, which the FAA regularly gets
through these systems.

The largest private security firm in
the country, previously successfully
prosecuted by the Federal Government,
fined $1.5 million, Arkenbright, and put
on probation, who still is providing se-
curity, is now being prosecuted again.

Under the current system, the Fed-
eral Government cannot remove these
incompetents and criminals from doing
the job. This company is still employ-
ing known criminals, despite its proba-
tion. It is still hiring known criminals,
despite its probation.

Thirty-two percent of its files include
new violations and false statements on
their employees. Yet, today they are
providing security at Dulles, Reagan,
Logan, LaGuardia, Los Angeles, Tren-
ton, Detroit, Phoenix, Las Vegas, Co-
lumbus, Dallas, Fort Worth, Seattle
and Cedar Rapids.

So my colleague, the gentleman from
Florida, in his just visceral dislike of
Federal employees, and more Federal
employees and Federal bureaucracy,
wants to continue a failing private bu-
reaucracy that is not properly pro-
tecting the security of the American
people.

Mr. Speaker, when we come through
Customs, those are Federal law en-
forcement agents. When we come
through INS, they are Federal law en-
forcement agents. If we go to Hawaii,
the agriculture agents are Federal law
enforcement agents. Even the beagles
that they use in the airport have been
deemed to be Federal law enforcement
agents.

But my colleagues on the other side
of the aisle, a minority of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle,
just cannot stand the idea that the
people who are the first line of defense
at the airport to screen the baggage
and the customers might be Federal
law enforcement agents.

This is a blinding ideological position
to take. After all that has happened,
after all the documented failures, after
the continued prosecutions in court, we
have given the private firms every op-
portunity and they have failed the
American traveling public miserably.

We need legislation, and we should
take the legislation up today. But in-
stead, today we will take up, and no of-
fense to any of these people, they are
outstanding people, the Francis
Bardanouve United States Post Office
Building Act; the Earl T. Shinhoster
Post Office Designation Act; the Con-
gressman Julian C. Dixon, of whom I
was a great fan, Post Office Building
Designation Act; a bill to make perma-
nent the authority to redact financial
disclosure statements of judicial em-
ployees and judicial officers, et cetera,
et cetera.

It has been more than a month since
the attack by the terrorists, and the
use of our own civilian aviation as
weapons. Yet, not one penny has been
mandated by the House to change that
system. Not one single line of statute
has been changed.
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The first line of defense is still fail-
ing us; the House of Representatives
must not fail us. The bill should come
up today, and if they cannot bring it up
today, how about tomorrow? They have
got an alternative, we have got an al-
ternative. Let us have a legislative
process and see whose alternative wins.

I do not think they want to do that,
because I suspect that they know that
many of their Members would vote for
the more comprehensive approach, in-
stead of continuing to buy the worst
security we can get on the cheap.

———
O 1300

AMERICA SHOULD PROVIDE
MEALS AND EDUCATION FOR
THE WORLD’S NEEDY CHILDREN

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
KIRK). Under the Speaker’s announced
policy of January 3, 2001, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
MCGOVERN) is recognized during morn-
ing hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, over
the past 5 weeks, discussions on how
best to combat terrorism over the
longer term have begun in the Congress
and the Bush administration and in the
international community.

The terrible events of September 11
are bringing governments and people
together to reflect not only on how to
meet the immediate challenge of root-
ing out the terrorist leaders and de-
stroying the al-Qaeda network, but
also on how to eliminate poverty, hun-
ger, ignorance and intolerance, which
often breed despair, disaffection, and
deep resentment. It is not enough to
demonstrate what we are against. We
need to be equally forceful in showing
the world what we are for.

Perhaps no one has articulated this
longer term challenge better than Brit-
ain’s prime minister, Tony Blair.
Prime Minister Blair has called upon
the international community to foster
and use the ‘‘power of a global commu-
nity for good.”

He stated that such a community
would encourage political inclusion
and democratic principles throughout
the world. It would more than redouble
efforts to find just and lasting solu-
tions to the world’s lingering conflicts,
including the Middle East. It would
pledge to the people of Afghanistan
that the West will not just walk away,
as we have before, at the end of this
conflict, leaving unresolved the polit-
ical, social, and economic crises that
have worn down Afghanistan for more
than 2 decades.

Further, the international commu-
nity should seize the moment as a new
opportunity to tackle the serious prob-
lems of poverty, hunger, illiteracy, dis-
ease, and intolerance that have plagued
so much of the developing world. We
should forge partnerships to bring
greater social and economic opportuni-
ties to Africa and other regions of the
world.

This is an exciting agenda, one which
will create a stronger international
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community linked even more deeply by
our joint efforts to better the lives of
the neediest and most vulnerable popu-
lation of the world.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak
about one concrete action the Bush ad-
ministration could take in order to cre-
ate lasting good out of acts of such pro-
found evil.

Inspired by Senators George McGov-
ern and Bob Dole, a $300 million pilot
program, the Global Food for Edu-
cation Initiative, was launched last
year to provide one nutritious meal
each day in a school setting to nine
million of the world’s neediest chil-
dren. Contracts to carry out 49 projects
in 38 countries were awarded to the
United Nations World Food Programme
and experienced U.S. private voluntary
organizations, such as Catholic Relief
Services, Save the Children, CARE,
Mercy Corps, Land O’Lakes, and
Africare. About half of these projects
are now underway, with the other half
awaiting final clearance, including
projects in Pakistan and Tajikistan.

School feeding programs have proven
that they attract more children to at-
tend school and keep them there, espe-
cially girls. Education is a critical ele-
ment in empowering women, regardless
of race, religion, or class.

Mr. Speaker, the administration
should exercise its discretionary au-
thority and announce immediately
that it will continue the pilot program
for a second year and expand the pro-
gram to include additional school-feed-
ing programs for the children of Af-

ghanistan.
The United States, so blessed with
agricultural resources, should call

upon other donor Nations to contribute
to this global effort, not just with food,
but also with resources to create and
expand schools. In addition, health re-
sources, such as deworming medicine,
immunizations, clean water, and vita-
mins, could be provided by other Na-
tions in coordination with these school
meals.

The international community, in-
cluding the United States, has pledged
to reduce by half the incidence of hun-
ger in the world by the year 2015. Over
the same period, we have stated our de-
termination to provide universal edu-
cation to all. The Global Food for Edu-
cation Initiative is one concrete action
the United States can take to achieve
these goals.

The gentlewoman from Missouri
(Mrs. EMERSON) and I have introduced
legislation, H.R. 1700, to establish and
fund the Global Food for Education Ini-
tiative. The farm bill, recently passed
by the House, authorizes the establish-
ment of this program; and I am hopeful
that the Senate will include funding
for this program in its version of the
farm bill.

The administration, using its own
discretionary authorities, can act now
to continue and expand this program. I
urge the White House, the Department
of Agriculture and the Department of
State to announce today the continu-
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ation of the Global Food for Education
Initiative. I urge the President to
reach out to our coalition partners and
ask them to provide additional edu-
cation and health resources.

We can truly make a difference in the
lives of the world’s neediest children.
All we need is the political will to
make it happen.

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 27, 2001.
Hon. ANN M. VENEMAN,
Secretary of Agriculture, Jamie L. Whitten

Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR SECRETARY VENEMAN: We are writing
to ask you to continue funding for the Glob-
al Food for Education Initiative (GFEI) for
fiscal year 2002, using your authority under
Section 416(b) of the Agricultural Trade De-
velopment and Assistance Act of 1954. Most
of the projects initiated under this pilot pro-
gram have operated for less than a full year,
and some have not yet even been initiated.
Clearly, the pilot program requires at least
one more year of continued funding before
evaluating how it has affected the incidence
of child hunger, school enrollment and at-
tendance, and the other indicators estab-
lished by the USDA.

We are proud to be working closely with
former Senators George McGovern and Bob
Dole, who initially conceived this idea, to
promote the pilot program and, hopefully, to
establish it as a permanent program. It is
critical that the GFEI pilot program not be
abandoned at this very early stage. We fear
that, were this program to abruptly end
after so brief a venture, recipient countries
and other donor nations might interpret this
as a demonsration of U.S. disregard for the
need to address the roots of poverty, hunger,
illiteracy and intolerance. In these very dif-
ficult times, it is important that the United
States continue to demonstrate its long-
standing commitment to help better the con-
dition of the world’s neediest children and to
share our prosperity with less fortunate peo-
ples.

Once again, we urge you to exercise your
discretionary authority under Section 416(b)
to continue the GFEI pilot program. We look
forward to working with you and other mem-
bers of the Administration to make the vi-
sion articulated by George McGovern and
Bob Dole a reality.

Sincerely,
JAMES P. MCGOVERN,
Member of Congress.
JOo ANN EMERSON,
Member of Congress.

THE COALITION IN SUPPORT OF THE
GEORGE MCGOVERN-ROBERT DOLE
INTERNATIONAL FO0OD FOR EDU-
CATION AND CHILD NUTRITION ACT,

Washington, DC, October 3, 2001.
Hon. ANN M. VENEMAN,
Secretary of Agriculture, Jamie L. Whitten

Building, Washington, DC.

DEAR SECRETARY VENEMAN: Our coalition,
comprised of members of the agriculture
community, transportation sector, business
associations, private voluntary organiza-
tions and international Food aid agencies,
respectfully requests that you continue fund-
ing for the Global Food for Education Initia-
tive for fiscal year 2002, using your authority
under section 416(b) of the Agricultural
Trade Development and Assistance Act of
1954. Most of the projects initiated under this
pilot program have operated for less than a
full year. Accordingly, there has not been
ample time to evaluate changes in school en-
rollment, child nutrition and other potential
indicators of the program’s effectiveness.

The importance and potential impact of
the initiative is far-reaching. Over 300 mil-
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lion children are chronically undernourished
in the world today and more than 130 million
children do not attend school. By providing
meals at schools, global school feeding pro-
grams help to alleviate hunger among school
children and increase attendance rates by
providing an incentive for families to send
children to school. We are proud to be work-
ing closely with USDA to implement and
support these programs.

We fear that an abrupt end to this initia-
tive will send a negative message to many
countries, institutions and people involved
in this effort. It is important that both de-
veloping and developed countries have con-
fidence in our continued commitment to
help better the conditions of the world’s
neediest children. The United States has a
proud tradition of being the world’s largest
donor of food assistance. In these especially
difficult times, it is important to continue
that American tradition.

Thank you for your consideration of this
request and we look forward to continuing
our partnership with the Department of Ag-
riculture in support of global school feeding
programs.

Sincerely,

American Soybean Association; Amer-
ican School Food Service Association;
Archer Daniels Midland/ADM Milling
Co.; Bartlett Grain Co.; California
Farm Bureau; Cargill; Congressional
Hunger Center; Cereal Food Processing
Company; CHS Coops; Dry Bean Coun-
cil; Friends of the World Food Pro-
gram.

Land O’Lakes, Inc.; National Farmers
Union; National Cooperative Business
Association; North American Millers
Association; Opportunities Industrial-
ization Centers; International; Pacific
Agribusiness; Port of Lake Charles; Si-
beria Project; US Dairy Export Coun-
cil; USA Rice Federation.

[From the International Herald Tribune,
Sept. 11, 2001]
SCHOOL FOOD CAN STEM THE PANGS OF
POVERTY
(By George McGovern)

There are more than 300 million chron-
ically hungry children in the world today
who are condemned to lives of disease, illit-
eracy and, in many cases, physical deform-
ity. Trapped in city slums, desolate villages,
settlements and refugee camps, these chil-
dren often live short lives of poverty and de-
spair.

At the United Nations Special Session on
Children this week, participants will review
the progress made over the past decade for
the world’s poor children and will try to
agree on what needs to be done. At the first
such session, held in 1990, heads of state
adopted a set of goals that included to im-
prove living conditions, to create more edu-
cational opportunities and to provide essen-
tial food to malnourished children.

Unfortunately, 11 years later, only mixed
results have been achieved. In a 141-page re-
port the UN secretary-general, Kofi Annan,
said that the progress has been offset by set-
backs that are ‘‘serious enough to threaten
earlier gains.”

Before we find ourselves 10 years on with
similar disappointing results, I would like to
urge this year’s special session participants
to commit to a simple and effective idea
that, if fully implemented, would dramati-
cally improve the lives of these impoverished
children. That idea is a global school feeding
program.

Of the world’s 300 million chronically hun-
gry children, 170 million are often forced to
learn on empty stomachs because they re-
ceive no food at school; 130 million don’t at-
tend class at all. More than 60 percent of
these children are girls.
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Many factors contribute to their hunger.
Those who attend class often lack money to
buy breakfast or lunch or must travel long
distances to get to school, meaning they ar-
rive hungry. Trying to learn on an empty
stomach is nearly impossible.

Children who don’t go to school at all are
usually involved in helping their families
make a living. An education for these chil-
dren is not an option.

It is widely agreed that basic education is
the best investment to improve the physical,
social and economic conditions of the poor.
A Unesco survey showed that in countries
with an adult literacy rate of about 40 per-
cent, gross national product per capita aver-
aged $210 annually; in those countries with
at least 80 percent literacy, GNP per capita
was $1,000 and above.

Education is particularly critical for
women and girls. Research shows that girls
who go to school marry later, practice great-
er restraint in spacing births and have an av-
erage of 50 percent fewer children. They are
also more informed about health risks, like
the AIDS virus, and can better protect them-
selves and their children.

The catalyst for educating poor children is
food. Research and decades of experience by
aid agencies like the UN World Food Pro-
gram show that school feeding can alleviate
hunger, dramatically increase attendance
and improve school performance. It also
compensates poor parents for the loss of
their children’s labor while they attend
class.

Using food to attract poor children to
school and to keep them there may seem like
a surprisingly simple way to make an im-
pact. And it is. For an average of just 19
cents per day, or 34 dollars annually, a child
can be fed for 180 schooldays a year.

Aid agencies have the expertise and global
reach to make it happen. And donor govern-
ments are interested. Already, the U.S. Con-
gress is contemplating a bill, endorsed by
both former Republican Senator Bob Dole
and me, which would commit the United
States to an annual contribution toward a
global program. I urge Congress and Presi-
dent George W. Bush to support this bill, and
for other heads of state and leaders in the
private sector and aid community to take up
a similar commitment.

This week’s special session is the place to
begin. A simple, focused and realistic plan of
action could help resolve the two most dev-
astating burdens that poor children must
carry today: malnutrition and illiteracy.
School feeding is the key.

[From the Washington Post, Oct. 8, 2001]
MR. BLAIR’S VISION

The United States took the lead in the
military strike yesterday, as it will take the
lead in the broader offensive against ter-
rorist networks. But the broad coalition sup-
porting and participating in the offensive
showed that this is not a fight of America
against the world but of the world against
lawlessness. Some nations may join in be-
cause they fear the terrorists, some, because
they want to stay on America’s good side.
But most—the allies who will be valuable
over time—join in because they understand
the importance of the values that came
under attack September 11.

The spokesman for this most valued cat-
egory is indisputably Tony Blair, the British
prime minister. His government committed
its forces to the armed campaign that began
yesterday. He had credibly presented to the
world the most cogent outline of the evi-
dence against Osama bin Laden and the al
Qaeda network. He had personally carried
the diplomatic effort to Pakistan and his
condolences to New York City. And perhaps
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more valuable than any of that has been his
staunch refutation of the anti-American
compromisers who by finding fault with the
United States—often real fault—would ex-
cuse the terrorists; he has coupled his re-
sponse with eloquent explanation of the
stakes involved in this new war. Now that a
new military phase has begun, it is worth re-
calling a preview Mr. Blair provided in a
speech to his Labor Party conference last
week.

“The action we take will be proportionate,
targeted,” the prime minister said. ‘“We will
do all we humanly can to avoid civilian cas-
ualties. But understand what we are dealing
with . . . They have no moral inhibition on
the slaughter of the innocent. If they could
have murdered not 7,000 but 70,000, does any-
one doubt they would have done so and re-
joiced in it? There is no compromise possible
with such people, no meeting of minds, no
point of understanding with such terror. Just
a choice: Defeat it or be defeated by it. And
defeat it we must.”

To his own people, Mr. Blair urged con-
fidence in ultimate victory in this ‘“‘fight for
freedom’ because ‘‘our way of life is a great
deal stronger and will last a great deal
longer than the actions of fanatics, small in
number and now facing a united world
against them.” To the Americans, Mr. Blair
promised simply: ‘“We were with you at the
first. We will stay with you to the last.”

Finally, Mr. Blair offered his vision of vic-
tory in this unorthodox campaign: ‘It is that
out of the shadow of this evil should emerge
lasting good: destruction of the machinery of
terrorism wherever it is found; hope amongst
all nations of a new beginning where we seek
to resolve differences in a calm and ordered
way; greater understanding between nations
and between faiths; and above all justice and
prosperity for the poor and dispossessed, so
that people everywhere can see the chance of
a better future through the hard work and
creative power of the free citizen, not the vi-
olence and savagery of the fanatic.” Not a
bad set of goals to keep in mind as a long
campaign begins.

————

GUAM EARTHQUAKE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Guam
(Mr. UNDERWOOD) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I
wanted to take this opportunity to
alert my colleagues of an earthquake
that jolted Guam shortly after 11 a.m.
D.C. time on Friday, which was 1:03
a.m. Chammorro Standard Time on
Guam, Saturday, October 13.

The earthquake measured a prelimi-
nary magnitude of 7.0 on the Richter
scale, and the epicenter was located
some 45 miles south-southeast of
Guam’s capital, Hagatna. Many of the
island villages were without water and
power, and due to the time that the
earthquake occurred, which was in the
middle of the night, official structural
damage assessments could not be made
until the morning after.

I am pleased to report that FEMA of-
ficials, as well as a four-person team
from the Army Corps of Engineers, who
are structural and water system ex-
perts, are on island to assist with the
damage assessment, and I understand
that the governor of Guam, Carl
Gutierrez, will soon be transmitting a
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major disaster declaration to President
Bush.

There have been widespread reports
of broken water lines in southern por-
tions of the island, causing disruption
in water service in my own home vil-
lage of Yona, where I live. We have not
had water since the earthquake, and I
have recently received confirmation
that a main water line that services
the northern and southern parts of the
island has sustained major structural
damage. Although there is visible dam-
age in a few areas, I am concerned; and
I think all of the people of Guam are
most primarily concerned that the is-
land’s water infrastructure received
major damage that we have yet to as-
sess.

Public works crews are also cur-
rently assessing the damage to three
bridges in the villages of Inarajan,
Talofofo, and Pago Bay, all of which
are vital links and provide the only
means of land access to the southern
end of the island.

One bridge has already been assessed
and reported to have sustained struc-
tural damage and minimal travel is
being allowed on these bridges at this
point.

Schools will open tomorrow which
would be Wednesday Guam-time. They
have been closed for the past 2 days
until they were declared structurally
safe for our school children and until
water and power were restored to the
buildings for their health and welfare.
Reports have already been received
that two of our middle schools, Jose L.
Rios and Oceanview, have received
major structural damage and may be
demolished pending further assess-
ments. This is particularly crucial be-
cause Jose L. Rios has just been re-
cently rebuilt from a typhoon in 1998.
Because many of our public schools are
already overcrowded, particularly our
middle schools, I am concerned that
many of the other schools on the island
will not be able to absorb our displaced
students.

All of this was aggravated by a sud-
den 6 inches of rain, a downpour, the
following day which caused flooding to
many parts of the island, especially
Barrigada.

This earthquake could not have come
at a worse time for Guam, as our econ-
omy has already been struggling from
the Asian economic crisis and the after
effects of the September 11 attacks.
Guam’s economy is primarily fueled by
tourists, especially from Asia, Japan.
We get about 1% million tourists a
year. Our travel and tourism industry
will again bear the brunt of this earth-
quake and the attacks of September 11
as tourists will be less likely to travel
to Guam over the next few weeks given
the current string of events.

Our business community will con-
tinue to hurt and the greater impact of
our economy will be damaging. Albeit
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the island has probably sustained a
great deal of structural damage in its
water system, collectively, and for
some of our families, damages to their
homes; I am extremely thankful that
there were no fatalities or injuries.

This is the strongest earthquake to
hit the island since the 8.0 rated earth-
quake in August of 1993. I am proud to
say that Guam’s building codes are one
of the most stringent; and as a result,
we were spared the tragedy of the loss
of human life. I hope that once a com-
plete and thorough assessment of the
damage has been completed, I know
that we can count on FEMA. I know we
can count on the rest of the Federal
Government to help the people of
Guam and this body to help the people
of Guam as well.

—————

HONORING CAPTAIN JAY P.
JAHNKE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2001, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. BENTSEN) is recognized during
morning hour debates for 5 minutes.

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize a brave Houston
firefighter who lost his life this week-
end while battling a fire in a Houston
high-rise condominium. Like fire-
fighters in New York and Northern Vir-
ginia, who willingly put their lives on
the line on September 11, 2001, Captain
Jay P. Jahnke of the Houston Fire De-
partment died this weekend while liv-
ing his lifelong dream of becoming a
firefighter. He entered a blazing build-
ing to do his job, regardless of personal
risk and as firefighters always do.

Captain Jahnke led the first team to
arrive on the scene of an early morning
fire this past Saturday in West Hous-
ton. The burning 40-story condominium
complex houses hundreds of individ-
uals. His courageous and valiant ef-
forts, for which he gave his life, saved
many lives of people he never even
knew.

Captain Jahnke leaves behind a leg-
acy of valor and unyielding commit-
ment to the common good. My
thoughts and prayers are with Captain
Jahnke’s family; his wife, Dawn; his 11-
year-old daughter, Jayne; his 8-year-
old son Hunter; his mother, Katherine;
brother, Jeff; and sisters, Karen and
Mary Ann. I offer my sincere condo-
lences to his more than 3,200 brothers
and sisters in the Houston Fire Depart-
ment, especially those at Fire Station
No. 2.

The Jahnke family has deep roots
and a proud tradition in the Houston
Fire Department. Captain Jahnke’s fa-
ther, Claude, was a district fire chief,
and he is related to more than a dozen
current firefighters. Every day at
Houston’s 87 fire stations and at fire
stations across the Nation, thousands
of men and women shelve fear and self-
interest to form our front line of home-
land defense. They enter blazing build-
ings and risk their lives to save strang-
ers.
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Captain Jay Jahnke’s selflessness,
compassion, and concern for others is
yvet another example of how fire-
fighters, police, and other rescue per-
sonnel show us how good people can be.
We are in his debt and that of fire-
fighters throughout the land.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 12 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until 2 p.m.

———
[ 1400
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. BIGGERT) at 2 p.m.

———

PRAYER

His Eminence, Theodore Cardinal
McCarrick, Archbishop of Washington,
offered the following prayer:

O Lord, our God, once again we come
before You in a troubled time, grateful
for Your presence in our lives and for
the love with which You continue to
bless us.

Today in a special way we ask You to
bless this House of the people. Keep its
Members safe and strong so that they
may lead this Nation forward along the
road of peace and justice in the pursuit
of life, liberty and happiness for all.

Let not fear or anxiety ever rule us
but let us find strength and purpose in
our trust in You.

From the beginning of our history
You have carried us in Your hands. Ac-
company us now in the difficult jour-
ney of these days so that we may ac-
complish all that which You desire in
the power of Your Holy Name. Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House her approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

——
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from New York (Mrs.
MCcCARTHY) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York led the
Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———
HIS EMINENCE, THEODORE CAR-

DINAL McCARRICK, ARCHBISHOP
OF WASHINGTON

(Mrs. MORELLA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
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minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. MORELLA. Madam Speaker, it
is my honor and privilege this after-
noon to welcome His Eminence, Theo-
dore Cardinal McCarrick, Archbishop
of Washington. I want to thank him for
offering the opening prayer.

Cardinal McCarrick has a long and
distinguished record of service to the
Church in New York, Puerto Rico, New
Jersey, and now here in Washington,
which includes my district of Mont-
gomery County, Maryland. He cer-
tainly is a gift to the Archdiocese of
Washington. The Archdiocese is very
diverse with a population that has both
common and also specific needs. Upon
being named to the College of Car-
dinals this year, he said that his new
responsibilities will not change his
pledge to reach out ‘‘to serve the poor
and the stranger among us with all my
heart and strength.” And he has been
doing just that.

Ordained as a priest for the Arch-
diocese of New York in 1958, Cardinal
McCarrick received a Ph.D. from and
held several posts at the Catholic Uni-
versity of America here in Washington.
He has served as the President of the
Catholic University of Puerto Rico,
auxiliary bishop of New York, the first
Bishop of Metuchen, New Jersey, and
Archbishop of Newark.

He was installed as Archbishop of
Washington on January 3, 2001; and 7
weeks later, he was elevated to the Col-
lege of Cardinals by Pope John Paul II.
He is known for his efforts on behalf of
international human rights, religious
freedom and migration, and serves on
the U.S. Commission for International
Religious Freedom. He also speaks
many languages.

Madam Speaker, on behalf of my col-
leagues, I thank Cardinal McCarrick
for leading us in prayer today. I wel-
come him to the United States House
of Representatives. We appreciate his
presence, his guidance and his blessing
on this House as we begin our critical
work today.

———

DISPENSING WITH CALL OF
PRIVATE CALENDAR ON TODAY

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the call of the
Private Calendar be dispensed with
today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Delaware?

There was no objection.

———

PERMISSION TO FILE CON-
FERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2904,
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. HOBSON. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the managers
on the part of the House have until
midnight, October 16, 2001, to file a
conference report on the bill (H.R. 2904)
making appropriations for military
construction, family housing, and base
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realignment and closure for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2002, and for
other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

———

THE LION AND THE EAGLE STAND
OUT AS BEST OF FRIENDS AND
STRONG ALLIES

(Mr. PITTS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, in the
current crisis, dozens of nations have
rushed to our side, not to defend Amer-
ica specifically, but to defend civiliza-
tion. President Bush said, ‘‘Either you
are with us or you are with the terror-
ists.” The world knows that is true.

But one nation stands out and their
leader stands out, too. Tony Blair, the
Prime Minister of Britain, has proven
once again that the people of the
United Kingdom are unwavering
friends who will always stand with us
when we are in need.

Our military men and women are fac-
ing danger today, risking their lives in
the fight against terrorism. One na-
tion’s soldiers are fighting alongside
them, Great Britain’s. Prime Minister
Blair recalled the time when Hitler was
bombing London and America came to
her aid. Today Britain is returning the
favor.

Many nations have united to defend
decency and civilization, and each is
contributing in its own way; but the
lion and the eagle stand out as best of
friends and strong allies. Thank you,
Britain. Together we will prevail.

———

HONORABLE DAVID TRIMBLE

(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PENCE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today having just come from a memo-
rable luncheon where I and my col-
leagues, including the distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Inter-
national Relations, welcomed the Hon-
orable David Trimble, a member of
Parliament, in Washington, D.C.

David Trimble has served as leader of
Northern Ireland’s Ulster Unionist
Party. It is one of the strongest of the
parties that want continued ties to
Great Britain, but it was David
Trimble who led the charge for peace
and was rightly recognized by the
Nobel Committee with a Nobel Peace
Prize in 1998.

Madam Speaker, he came today to
give us sage advice that the boundaries
of the world of terrorism have reached
for 30 years from Northern Ireland and
the Middle East into the very heart of
America.

I will reflect later today on this floor
about the advice that he gave my col-
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leagues, but let me just reiterate the
comments of the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE), who today looked the
Right Honorable David Trimble in the
eye and said in a momentous tone,
“Stay engaged, David Trimble. It is
men such as you that times such as
these so richly require.”

————

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
NATIONAL COUNCIL ON THE ARTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, and pursuant to the Na-
tional Foundation on the Arts and Hu-
manities Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. (995)(b)),
amended by section 346(e) of Public
Law 105-83, the Chair announces the
Speaker’s appointment of the following
Members of the House to the National
Council on the Arts:

Mr. BALLENGER of North Dakota,

Mr. McKEON of California.

There was no objection.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
announces that she will postpone fur-
ther proceedings today on each motion
to suspend the rules on which a re-
corded vote or the yeas and nays are
ordered, or on which the vote is ob-
jected to under clause 6 of rule XX.

Any record votes on postponed ques-
tions will be taken after debate has
concluded on all motions to suspend
the rules, but not before 6 p.m. today.

————

EXPRESSING SENSE OF CONGRESS
THAT PUBLIC SCHOOLS MAY
DISPLAY “GOD BLESS AMERICA”

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and agree to
the concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res.
248) expressing the sense of the Con-
gress that public schools may display
the words ‘“‘God Bless America’ as an
expression of support for the Nation.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 248

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of the
Congress that public schools may display the
words ‘‘God Bless America’ as an expression
of support for the Nation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. McCAR-
THY) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Delaware (Mr. CASTLE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H. Con. Res. 248.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Delaware?

There was no objection.

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
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South Carolina (Mr. BROWN), the dis-
tinguished author of this resolution.

(Mr. BROWN of South Carolina asked
and was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. BROWN of South Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER), the
gentleman from Delaware (Mr. CAS-
TLE), and the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. ARMEY) for helping me bring this
bill to the floor today.

I think it is very important that we
bring this up today because while more
than a month has passed since Sep-
tember 11 there is still a great deal of
anxiety in America. The events of Sep-
tember 11 have affected us all, whether
we lost a loved one or not. The free-
doms that America took for granted
before this date have been shaken.
Now, more than ever, many people are
searching for strength and solace.

Like the rest of my colleagues, I will
never forget standing on the steps of
the Capitol on the evening of the at-
tack and singing ‘‘God Bless America.”

I am a newcomer to Congress and I
have not had a chance to know each
and every Member of this body very
well. However, that night I felt closer
to each of my colleagues than at any
other time. We were all together, not
as Republicans and Democrats, but as
Americans united in support of our Na-
tion.

Madam Speaker, since that time,
Congress has worked very hard to take
necessary action to combat terrorism
on many different fronts. But on Sep-
tember 11, as the damage was still
being assessed, I think it was impor-
tant for us to come together as a sym-
bol of unity and sing ‘“‘God Bless Amer-
ica.”

When I learned that some schools are
being challenged for showing this same
type of support for our Nation, I was
deeply troubled.

The case that was first brought to
my attention is in Rocklin, California
where the American Civil Liberties
Union wrote a letter to Terry Thorn-
ton, the principal of Breen Elementary

School, calling its display of ‘“God
Bless America’” a ‘‘hurtful, divisive
message.”’

I take exception to that statement
and believe the message sent by the
ACLU is extremely wrong-headed. I
further commend Principal Thornton
for standing up for the principles of
this country by refusing to take down
this sign.

Pride in America is higher than I
have seen at any time in my lifetime,
and it seems like actions such as this
are trying to dampen the spirit in our
country. To threaten a public school
for showing the same type of patriot-
ism that we showed on the Capitol
steps is the opposite of what this coun-
try is all about.

I introduced this resolution because
Congress needs to make it abundantly
clear that the kind of message dis-
played on the marquee of Breen Ele-
mentary is part of what makes our
country great.
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As former President John Adams
said, ‘It is religion and morality alone
which can establish the principles upon
which freedom can securely stand.”

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to be mindful of these words
and vote in favor of this resolution.

Mrs. McCARTHY of New York.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman for offering this resolution. I
rise in strong support of this resolution
because it acknowledges the important
role our schools play in times of crisis.
The tragic events of September 11 have
left a lifelong scar on our children.

Many have asked why would someone
do such a thing. Many are worried for
their parents that may be fighting to
end terrorism. There are so many ques-
tions that need to be answered, and
fears to be addressed, but our teachers
and our schools have risen to the occa-
sion.
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As a Representative from New York
whose district was impacted by the ter-
rorist acts of September 11, I have wit-
nessed firsthand the remarkable job
our teachers and school officials have
exhibited to calm the fears of our chil-
dren. In fact, you can find these excep-
tional acts of professionalism in
schools throughout this great country.

Children of all ages, as well as many
adults, still find it difficult to com-
prehend the full magnitude of so much
destruction and loss of life. Many of
these children lost a parent. Many lost
a brother or a sister or a cousin. How-
ever, all of them want to know why.
Our schools have risen to this chal-
lenge by allowing children to ask the
difficult questions and answering them
in a way that makes them feel safe and
proud. Schools across the country have
become more than educational institu-
tions. They have become a healing
ground that answers our -children’s
questions, comforts them during this
time of need, and instills a sense of
unity. I am proud to say our schools
have answered this challenge with open
arms.

Not only have our teachers answered
the tough questions with compassion
and understanding, they have instilled
a new sense of patriotism in the minds
of our children. The Pledge of Alle-
giance to this country as well as the
Star-Spangled Banner that is sung be-
fore events outside of the classroom
will continue to unite us as Americans.
The words of these national themes are
just as important now as they were 200
years ago.

I applaud our schools for their ability
to help the children of this country un-
derstand there is no place for terrorism
in this world and that the TUnited
States will do everything in its power
to eliminate it.

I urge all my colleagues to support
this resolution.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, many of the origi-
nal 13 colonies that became the United
States of America were settled by men
and women of deep religious convic-
tions who crossed the Atlantic Ocean
to practice their faith freely. It is
therefore no surprise that a religious
people rose in rebellion against Great
Britain in 1776, and many American
statesmen believed that religion was
indispensable to the maintenance of re-
publican institutions. Yet, when the
first 10 amendments to the Constitu-
tion were ratified, religion was ad-
dressed in the first, with most Ameri-
cans agreeing that the Federal Govern-
ment should not choose one religion
over another.

Today, in response to the devastation
of September 11, a surge of civic pride
is sweeping the Nation. As teachers re-
call lessons of history and democracy,
children wear their patriotism to
school in red, white, and blue. Others
create and display banners proclaiming
“God Bless America.”

Unfortunately, instead of pulling us
closer together, some believe that
these acts, and the use of the words
“God Bless America,” are pushing us
farther apart. I believe in the separa-
tion of church and state, and we should
not ask a child to recite a prayer that
is not his or her own. That said, the
first amendment does not remove all
traces of religion from the classroom
and it does not expel God from the
school yard. Students can pray, reli-
gious clubs can meet after school and
religious materials may be read during
free time.

Still, some have asked principals to
remove ‘“‘God Bless America’ signs
from their schools. I believe we should
all take a step back and recognize that
different people view these words in
different ways. For some they hold a
deeply religious connotation. Yet for
other Americans they are a patriotic
expression, not a religious one.

In the aftermath of September 11, we
are all healing, and none more slowly
than our children. So long as schools
are not erecting permanent religious
symbols in a way that suggests advo-
cacy of a particular religion, I believe
our children can draw their own
strength and meaning from these words
and symbols. So let us take this ex-
pression as it is meant, much as we did
when Republicans and Democrats burst
into that song of the same name by Ir-
ving Berlin on the steps of the U.S.
Capitol. More than anything, it was
then, and it is now, an expression of
pride and a slogan for peace.

I commend the gentleman from
South Carolina for his resolution. I
urge the support of it.

Madam Speaker, I yield such time as
he may consume to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS).

Mr. PITTS. Madam Speaker, right
now this country is united like never
before. The President has a 90 percent

H6791

approval rating. His handling of the
war has a 94 percent approval rating.
Bipartisanship is the rule of the day in
Congress, and the flag is flying every-
where.

One organization, however, it seems,
has a problem with this patriotism.
When Breen Elementary School in
California put up a banner that says
“God Bless America,”” the ACLU de-
cided they had a problem with it. Get
this. They said it was hurtful and divi-
sive. I do not know what planet the
ACLU is living on, but there is nothing
hurtful or divisive about saying ‘“‘God
Bless America.” September 11, that
was hurtful. Saying ‘‘God Bless Amer-
ica’ is anything but hurtful or divi-
sive. It is unifying. In fact, that is the
whole point of saying ‘“God Bless
America.” We are all Americans. The
American family has come together as
a Nation. To some people, saying ‘‘God
Bless America” is just a slogan. To
some, a patriotic expression. To others,
it is a prayer. But it means something
to everyone. And, of course, it comes
from that wonderful Irving Berlin song
made so famous by Kate Smith. But it
is not hurtful, and it is not divisive.

The ACLU should stop wasting Amer-
ica’s time with threats of ridiculous
lawsuits. I urge my colleagues to pass
this resolution unanimously.

Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York.
Madam Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

I will only say that I urge all of my
colleagues to support this resolution.
In this time of crisis in this Nation, we
have seen so many of our neighbors and
friends come together. Again, we have
to work together. Let us not lose the
main focus here. We are Americans. We
have to stand together. I support this
resolution and ask my colleagues to as
well.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I would say in closing that I
agree with the gentlewoman from New
York. I agree with the sponsor of the
resolution, the gentleman from South
Carolina, and I think we agree with
virtually all Americans who believe
very strongly that this is something
that helps in our schools and helps our
children.

I encourage each and every one of us
to support it.

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, | am proud to
support House Concurrent Resolution 248.

The terrorist attacks of September 11 and
ongoing threats to our security have left us all
searching for comfort. They have also brought
us together in our support for our Nation and
for those defending us and our values. | be-
lieve we need to encourage even more public
displays of support for America. One way to
do this is by supporting the use of the phrase
“God Bless America,” including the use of the
phrase by schools. These words can provide
the comfort communities need and show ap-
propriate support for America.

This House concurrent resolution makes
clear Congress’ support for displaying the
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words “God Bless America” by public schools
as an expression of support for the Nation.
We would expect schools, especially in this
time, to want to convey the national ideal of
patriotism for this country. It is only appro-
priate that we support schools in their quest to
exemplify this idea. We must support the ex-
pression of patriotism for the Nation by
schools. | believe that the words “God Bless
America,” as used by this country’s Founding
Fathers, appropriately show this support.

| urge my colleagues to support House Con-
current Resolution 248.

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, | submit
these remarks with shock, sadness, and dis-
gust. In the wake of the horrific terrorist at-
tacks September 11, Breen Elementary
School—located in my district in my hometown
of Rocklin, CA—displayed a sign supporting
both the victims of the attacks and our troops
overseas engaged in America’s war on ter-
rorism. The sign simply—yet poignantly—stat-
ed “God Bless America.”

Incredulously, the American Civil Liberties
Union decided that the sign was inappropriate,
defiantly proclaiming that the words sent a
“hurtful, divisive message.” Apparently they
are driven by the patently false perception that
the sign somehow separates the line between
church and state and is thus violative of the
Constitution.

But Mr. Speaker, this isn't about separation
of church and state, this is about purging God
and all things religious completely out of
American life. The ACLU and those that fund
it are waging a cynical crusade, a war against
all those who find comfort and solace in our
Lord, plain and simple.

How dare they try to stifle the spirit of Amer-
icans in these incredibly difficult times? How
dare they hide behind the Constitution,
perverting its meaning and twisting its words
into a gag rule against the people it empow-
ers? How dare they parade around our coun-
try purporting to protect the rights of Ameri-
cans who choose not to practice religion while
simultaneously  behaving like secularist
thieves, tirelessly trying to steal the rights of
those who wish to express their faith in God
and country?

Mr. Speaker, | urge the swift passage of this
resolution, which expresses the sense of the
Congress that public schools may display the
words “God Bless America” as an expression
of support for the Nation.

As stewards of the “People’s House.” we
need to assure the citizens of our great Nation
that their Congress stands behind them fully
and unequivocally. That we support their right
to express their support for those who have
died in the horrible attacks and for those over-
seas, who are willing to give up their lives to
preserve the right of all Americans to express
themselves without fear or apprehension.

Shame on the ACLU, for trying to stifle the
spirit of not only the citizens of my hometown,
but for trying to intimidate all Americans who
freely yearn to express theyir love for this
great country.

Mr. DEMINT. Mr. Speaker, | often rise in this
House and speak about securing America’s
future. After the attacks of September 11,
these words have taken on a whole new
meaning.

Securing America’s future involves every-
thing from strengthening our military and econ-
omy to educating our children.

As we face this time of trial, we are re-
minded of the roots of our great nation and we
are keenly aware of the values we hold dear.
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We are aware that freedom is not free, that
liberty comes at a price, that the sacrifices of
our founders and countless Americans have
helped secure our present freedoms.

Too many have fought too hard for too long
for the principles of this nation to abandon
them now.

So | rise today to wholeheartedly support H.
Con. Res. 248, introduced by my colleague
from South Carolina, Mr. BROWN.

This resolution expresses the sense of Con-
gress that public schools may display the
words “God Bless America” as an expression
of support for the nation. It should shame
every Member of Congress that a vote is even
necessary to allow school children to ask God
to bless our country.

This is America—the land of the free. “God”
is not a banned word. Yet there are some who
would tell our children that they cannot use
that word as it might offend others.

Our schoolchildren deserve the right to pray,
to assemble, and to freely acknowledge God.

As we educate our children on the principles
of this nation, let us not forget that this nation
was founded upon an acknowledgment of Al-
mighty God as the giver of life and liberty.

Mr. Speaker, in the past | have brought be-
fore the House of Representatives a proposal
to help schools stand up for their students’
freedom of religious expression and counter
the chilling effect that misinformation and law-
suits can have on our schools.

I will introduce this Student Freedom of Reli-
gious Expression language again, and hope
my colleagues will support the measure.

Right now, in my home District, there is a
high school student petitioning for the right to
pray in school. | support him and believe he
has that right.

Mr. Speaker, | do not believe that school-
children must leave their religious beliefs out-
side the schoolhouse door.

| challenge the schoolchildren and edu-
cators across this nation to be thankful for the
liberties this nation grants them, carry that
thankfulness in their hearts, and be free to ex-
press their thanks and supplication to God at
any hour of the day.

Mr. Speaker, let no one rob us of the right
to ask blessings from God on our great nation.

Again, | urge my colleagues to support this
resolution and close by saying Let Freedom
Ring and God Bless America.

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Delaware (Mr. CASTLE) that the House
suspend the rules and agree to the con-
current resolution, H. Con. Res. 248.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. CASTLE. Madam Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

on
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RECOGNIZING HISTORIC SIGNIFI-
CANCE OF UNITED STATES-AUS-
TRALIAN RELATIONSHIP

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and agree to the
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 217)
recognizing the historic significance of
the fiftieth anniversary of the alliance
between Australia and the TUnited
States under the ANZUS Treaty, pay-
ing tribute to the United States-Aus-
tralia relationship, reaffirming the im-
portance of economic and security co-
operation between the United States
and Australia, and welcoming the state
visit by Australian Prime Minister
John Howard, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H. CoN. RES. 217

Whereas the relationship between the
United States and Australia extends beyond
security cooperation and is based on com-
mon values, mutual respect, and a shared de-
sire to see a world at peace in which all peo-
ples can enjoy the benefits of democratic
governance, fundamental human rights, and
the prosperity that market-oriented econo-
mies bring;

Whereas the United States and Australia
are jointly committed to combating ter-
rorism around the world;

Whereas the United States and Australia
share a wide range of common interests in
Asia and the Pacific, such as growth and lib-
eralization of international trade, regional
cooperation on economic development, envi-
ronmental protection, and the peaceful set-
tlement of disputes;

Whereas the United States and Australia
share the goals of effective multilateral co-
operation in arms control and nonprolifera-
tion, halting the spread of weapons of mass
destruction, and ensuring the effective oper-
ation of nonproliferation and arms control
regimes;

Whereas the Australia-United States Trade
and Investment Framework Agreement
(TIFA) provides for consultations on trade
and investment policy issues;

Whereas since 1985 the United States and
Australia have held annual bilateral Aus-
tralia-United States Ministerial Talks
(AUSMIN) to develop and enhance their rela-
tionship;

Whereas United States Presidential visits
to Australia in 1991 and 1996 and visits of the
Australian Prime Minister to the United
States in 1995, 1997, and 1999 have under-
scored the strength and closeness of the alli-
ance;

Whereas the Sydney Declaration of 1996 re-
affirmed and strengthened the defense alli-
ance between the United States and Aus-
tralia and the intention of both countries to
work cooperatively with other states in the
region and to encourage collective solutions
to problems and security challenges in the
region;

Whereas the United States and Australia
are committed to close bilateral cooperation
on legal, counternarcotics, and other global
issues through the Mutual Legal Assistance
Treaty (MLAT) of 1997;

Whereas the United States and Australia
have worked together closely in the World
Trade Organization (WTO), as active mem-
bers of the Asia-Pacific Economic Coopera-
tion (APEC) forum, and as strong supporters
of the Association of South East Asian Na-
tions (ASEAN) and the ASEAN Regional
Forum (ARF) to encourage and improve re-
gional cohesion;

Whereas the various phases of the multi-
national and United Nations operations in
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East Timor were a striking example of re-
gional cooperation to achieve shared goals;

Whereas as evidenced by the recent situa-
tion in East Timor and the economic crisis
of 1997, the international and economic secu-
rity in the Asia-Pacific region is dynamic
and the vitality and relevance of the alliance
since the end of the Cold War is obvious;

Whereas the alliance between the United
States and Australia during World War II
was formalized in a 1951 security treaty com-
monly referred to as the ‘“ANZUS Treaty’’,
which provides that the United States and
Australia will act to meet a common danger
in the event of an armed attack in the Pa-
cific against either country and strengthen
the fabric of peace in the Pacific region;

Whereas Australia and the United States
have maintained a close relationship with
one another, and with the United Nations,
regional organizations, associations, and
other authorities in the Pacific region as a
means to maintain international peace and
security;

Whereas forces of the United States and
Australia have served alongside one another
in many theaters of war and as part of
United Nations peacekeeping operations
throughout the world;

Whereas the alliance between the United
States and Australia has been characterized
by an extraordinary degree of cooperation
that includes information sharing, combined
exercises, joint training and educational pro-
grams, and joint facilities;

Whereas the Australia-United States secu-
rity relationship, having proved its value for
five decades, will remain a cornerstone of
Asia-Pacific security into the 21st century;
and

Whereas September 1, 2001, marks the 50th
anniversary of the ANZUS Treaty: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the
Senate concurring), That Congress—

(1) expresses its appreciation to the Gov-
ernment and people of Australia for the sup-
port given to the United States in the after-
math of the terrorist attacks on September
11, 2001;

(2) pays tribute to the relationship between
the United States and Australia and looks
forward to the continued growth and devel-
opment of all aspects of the relationship;

(3) reaffirms the commitment of the
United States to its alliance with Australia
under the ANZUS Treaty and to the impor-
tance of security cooperation between the
United States and Australia and the impor-
tance of their mutual security commit-
ments, as was demonstrated by their joint
decision to invoke Article IV of the Treaty,
which commits both countries to act to meet
a common danger;

(4) reaffirms the importance of the trade
and economic relationship between Australia
and the United States and expresses its com-
mitment to further strengthen it; and

(5) expresses its strong support for contin-
ued close cooperation between Australia and
the United States on economic and security
issues in the Asia-Pacific region and glob-
ally.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from I1-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
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marks on the resolution under consid-
eration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, of the United
States’ many formal relationships
around the world, our alliance with
Australia is among the most important
and enduring. This year, we celebrate
the 50th anniversary of that alliance,
one which I am pleased to say is as
strong today as when the ANZUS Trea-
ty was signed half a century ago. But
the bonds connecting the United States
and Australia are far deeper than those
outlined in a simple piece of paper, re-
gardless of its undoubted importance.
We share common origins, common po-
litical institutions and governing prin-
ciples, a common commitment to peace
and freedom around the world. That
commitment was tested many times in
the past century, when Australian and
U.S. forces fought side by side in a se-
ries of conflicts from World War I and
World War II to the wars in Vietnam
and the Persian Gulf. Many of the fall-
en share common graves.

Today, we recognize not only the
past importance of our alliance with
Australia but its continuing signifi-
cance in a new century of unfamiliar
challenges and unplumbed dangers. The
strength of that alliance was newly
demonstrated in the wake of the ter-
rorist attacks on America September
11 when our Australian ally imme-
diately pledged its unconditional sup-
port for the United States. That sup-
port included the decision by the Aus-
tralian government to invoke article
IV of the ANZUS Treaty which com-
mits both countries to cooperate in re-
sponding to an attack. I should note
this was the first time that article IV
has been jointly invoked in the 50-year
history of the ANZUS alliance.

In this new century, the TUnited
States and Australia will have need of
reliable friends and proven allies. The
knowledge that we do not face our
challenges alone, that we will meet
them with steadfast partners such as
Australia, is of incalculable impor-
tance and reassurance to the United
States. It is for these and other reasons
that I call up this resolution, recog-
nizing the historic significance of the
50th anniversary of the alliance be-
tween Australia and the United States
under the ANZUS Treaty. I look for-
ward to the day when we will celebrate
the first century of that alliance.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. I rise in strong support of H.
Con. Res. 217.

I would first like to commend Chair-
man HYDE for introducing this impor-
tant resolution. I would also like to ex-
press my appreciation to the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH) and the
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gentleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) for joining us as origi-
nal cosponsors.

Madam Speaker, 5 weeks ago today,
the House was scheduled to consider
this important resolution which com-
memorates the 50th anniversary of the
ANZUS treaty. This critical treaty es-
tablished the strong security bonds be-
tween the United States and our friend
Australia. Then came the horrendous
attacks on the twin towers and the
Pentagon. The Capitol was evacuated
and the congressional schedule was
dramatically altered.

Australia’s outstanding response to
the September 11 attacks has given us
a firsthand opportunity to appreciate
fully the strength of the relationship
between the United States and Aus-
tralia and the role that this treaty can
play in furthering our relationship.

On the 12th of September, Madam
Speaker, Australian Prime Minister
John Howard, in Washington for an of-
ficial visit, joined us in this very hall
to hear President Bush address the Na-
tion. The Prime Minister had already
offered his full and complete support
for a strong and united response
against the acts of terrorism. And
President Bush rightfully acknowl-
edged that strong support.

On the 14th of September, Australia
invoked article IV of the treaty which
requires the United States and Aus-
tralia to act to meet a common danger.
And on the 28th of September, Aus-
tralia froze the assets of all 27 terrorist
organizations identified by the Presi-
dent in an executive order, including
Osama bin Laden and his cohorts.

On the 4th of October, Australia for-
mally committed a wide range of air,
ground, and naval forces to join with
American forces in the fight against
terrorism, including a detachment of
special forces and air-to-air refueling
aircraft.
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The Australian Government an-
nounced that it is ready to consider
further military contributions as well.

Madam Speaker, the last 5 weeks
have shown that the United States-
Australia relationship is stronger than
it has ever been, and the reasons for
considering this important resolution
are more important and compelling
today than ever before.

But we should not be surprised at the
overwhelmingly positive response of
our Australian friends to the Sep-
tember 11 attack. From human rights
to trade to international peacekeeping,
the United States and Australia have a
common agenda, and the relationship
between our two nations simply could
not be closer.

Australia assumed the leadership
role in the Asia-Pacific region and has
contributed greatly to the economic
and political stability of the region.
East Timor is the perfect example of
Australia’s leadership in the Asia-Pa-
cific area. The Australians led the
charge in bringing peace and stability
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to the troubled island after the Indo-
nesians and the militias they support
burned their way out of East Timor.
Their military peacekeepers have been
the backbone of the United Nations
peacekeeping force still in East Timor.
We are all pleased, Madam Speaker,
that the East Timorese have recently
conducted their first free elections
since becoming independent from Indo-
nesia.

The resolution before the House
today recognizes the importance of the
50th anniversary of the treaty; and it
reaffirms the importance of close eco-
nomic security, political and cultural
ties between the United States and our
friends in Australia. Our resolution
recognizes the strong support provided
by Australia to the United States in
the aftermath of the September 11 ter-
rorist outrage.

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support H. Con. Res. 217.

Madam Speaker, I am particularly
pleased to yield 5 minutes to my friend,
the gentleman from America Samoa
(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA), the ranking
Democrat on the Subcommittee on
East Asia and the Pacific.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam
Speaker, I rise in strong support of
House Concurrent Resolution 217. I am
honored to join the chairman of the
House Committee on International Re-

lations, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HYDE); our ranking Democrat
member, the gentleman from Cali-

fornia (Mr. LANTOS); and the Chair of
our Subcommittee on East Asia and
the Pacific, the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. LEACH), in jointly introducing this
measure which honors the close friend-
ship and extraordinarily deep relation-
ship between Australia and the United
States.

As many of our colleagues may
know, last month marked the 50th an-
niversary of our alliance with Aus-
tralia under the ANZUS Treaty. The
resolution before us properly recog-
nizes that this vital security relation-
ship has made historic and significant
contributions to peace and stability in
the Asia-Pacific region and will con-
tinue to do so throughout the new cen-
tury.

Even before the ANZUS Treaty was
signed in 1951, however, Australia and
the United States have worked to-
gether in partnership to confront com-
mon threats to democracy. From the
summer of 1918, when the U.S. 33rd Na-
tional Guard Division joined Aus-
tralian troops at the Battle of Le
Hamel in France, we have fought to-
gether as allies in World War I, World
War II, the Korean and Vietnam Wars,
and, more recently, in conflicts in the
Persian Gulf and even Somalia.

Madam Speaker, it was during World
War II in particular at the Battle of
the Coral Sea where United States and
Australia naval forces joined in one of
the allies’ finest hours in the Pacific
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Theater. On May 4, 1942, the joint
forces of American and Australian war-
ships stopped the Axis armada, which
had never before been defeated, in its
historic march across the Pacific re-
gion. By crushing the fearsome enemy
fleet, a planned invasion of Australia
was stymied and marked the strategic
and pivotal turning point in World War
II, leading to the victory for allied
forces and the protection of the free
world.

It was this victorious alliance be-
tween the United States and Australia
that the ANZUS Security Treaty was
born, which holds that the U.S. and
Australia will act to meet the common
danger in the event of an attack
against either country.

Madam Speaker, when the horrific
terrorist attacks against our Nation
occurred on September 11 of last
month, Australia took immediate steps
to demonstrate their commitment and
support of the United States in this
crisis.

I deeply commend Prime Minister
John Howard, who was in Washington
at the time, for his strong leadership
and standing in solidarity with Amer-
ica. Within days, Australia invoked ar-
ticle IV of the ANZUS Treaty, fol-
lowing with a concrete commitment of
military assets, including special
forces detachments, military aircraft
and amphibious command capability.
When requested by President Bush,
Australia also took steps to imme-
diately freeze the assets of terrorist or-
ganizations.

Madam Speaker, the quick and time-
ly response of Australia in coming to
our Nation’s aid to combat inter-
national terrorism leaves no doubt in
our minds that our friends are indeed
very serious about their security com-
mitments to the United States.

In addition to our extensive defense
and intelligence cooperation, Australia
has worked closely with the United
States to combat global problems such
as the HIV-AIDS crisis, the inter-
national criminal syndicates and nar-
cotics trafficking, and the proliferation
of weapons of mass destruction and
missile technology.

We have also served together in
international peacekeeping forces, for
which in particular Australia should be
deeply commended for its outstanding
leadership of multinational operations
in BEast Timor, which resolved the cri-
sis and restored stability in that new-
born nation.

Madam Speaker, the United States
and Australia also share a robust trade
relationship. We are Australia’s second
largest trading partner, with an annual
trade exceeding $22 billion a year; and
our two nations consult and work
closely in the World Trade Organiza-
tion and APEC for the promotion of
international trade and regional eco-
nomic development. To further boost
our trade relationship, it is necessary
and appropriate that a free trade agree-
ment be finalized between our nations.

Madam Speaker, for all these reasons
and more, I urge our colleagues to sup-
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port passage of this measure that hon-
ors our common heritage with Aus-
tralia: the respect of human rights, the
rule of law, the trust in free market
economies, and our fundamental belief
in government by democratic rule.

Madam Speaker, adoption of this
measure sends a strong message re-
affirming the deep respect and endur-
ing bonds of friendship that have bound
and will always bind the people of the
United States with the good people of
Australia.

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, as a co-
sponsor of House Concurrent Resolution 217,
this Member rises in strong support for the bill
which recognizes the historic significance of
the fiftieth anniversary of the alliance between
Australia and the United States under the
ANZUS Treaty. The measure also pays tribute
to the United States-Australia relationship, re-
affirms the importance of economic security
cooperation between the United States and
Australia, and welcomes the state visit by Aus-
tralian Prime Minister John Howard.

This member would like to commend the ef-
forts of the distinguished gentleman from Illi-
nois and Chairman of the International Rela-
tions Committee (Mr. HYDE), and the distin-
guished gentleman from California and Rank-
ing Minority Member of the International Rela-
tions Committee (Mr. LANTOS) for introducing
and moving forward this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, when the ANZUS Treaty was
signed on September 1, 1951, no one could
have anticipated that 50 years later, Australia
would invoke Article 4 of the treaty to assist
the U.S. in its efforts against the threat of ter-
rorism. Indeed, the treaty was negotiated and
signed during the Cold War when the spread
of Communism to Pacific countries loomed as
the major threat. It was considered much more
likely at that time that the U.S. would need to
invoke the treaty to aid and defend the other
signatories. Now, the threat of Communism
has disappeared, but U.S.-Australian military
ties remain very strong and, in fact, poised to
defeat the new threats to global security, in-
cluding threats to financial, transportation, and
immigration systems.

Currently, Australia has offered the services
of 150 elite Special Air Service soldiers and 2
Royal Australian Air Force Boeing 707 refuel-
ing aircraft. Additionally, the Australian Gov-
ernment has indicated that, if necessary, they
could contribute long-range surveillance sup-
port and an amphibious command ship to the
war on terrorism.

Mr. Speaker, this commitment on the part of
the Australians is to be commended as is the
role it has previously played in defending the
shared interests of the U.S. and Australia. In-
deed, in every major 20th Century conflict—
World War |, World War II, Korea, Vietnam,
and the Gulf War, Australian forces have
joined American forces on the front lines. It is
important to note that Australia’'s defense
forces have cooperated and coordinated
closely with the U.S. The command, control,
and communications systems of both coun-
tries in important respects are integrated. Also,
Australia has long been designated as one of
America’s most important non-NATO allies.
Japan is the only other country in the Asia-Pa-
cific region to share this distinction.

Not only has Australia been a key ally to the
U.S. in previous conflicts and continues to be
so in this current conflict, it has been a stabi-
lizing force in its neighborhood. Australia did
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not shirk from its regional responsibilities when
a crisis erupted in East Timor. Australia
stepped forward readily, early, and decisively
to lead the multi-national peacekeeping inter-
vention in East Timor and it remains a prin-
cipal guarantor of security there. Australia’s
continued leadership in the Pacific will be crit-
ical following the terrorist attacks of Sep-
tember 11th as Indonesia, a neighbor and the
world’s most populous Muslim country, and
the Philippines grapple with their response to
the attacks.

Mr. Speaker, the U.S. and Australia share
similar backgrounds as former British colonies
and as destinations for huge numbers of immi-
grants who were seeking a fresh start. Free-
dom flourishes in both countries. Indeed, the
U.S. and Australia are very much like close
cousins. Now, we, as cousins, are facing a po-
tentially long and complicated war in a world
very different from the one which necessitated
the ANZUS Treaty. This Member urges his
colleagues to vote for H. Con. Res. 217 to
show continued support for Australia—our
international cousin, our friend, and our very
valuable and trusted ally.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the concurrent
resolution, H. Con. Resolution 217, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

——————

AUTHORIZING PRESIDENT TO EX-
ERCISE WAIVERS OF FOREIGN
ASSISTANCE RESTRICTIONS
WITH RESPECT TO PAKISTAN

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the Sen-
ate bill (8. 1465) to authorize the Presi-
dent to exercise waivers of foreign as-
sistance restrictions with respect to
Pakistan through September 30, 2003,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

S. 1465

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION. 1. EXEMPTIONS AND WAIVER OF AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT PROHIBITIONS
WITH RESPECT TO PAKISTAN.

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2002 AND PRIOR FISCAL
YEARS.—

(1) EXEMPTIONS.—Any provision of the for-
eign operations, export financing, and re-
lated programs appropriations Act for fiscal
year 2002, or any provision of such Act for a
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prior fiscal year, that prohibits direct assist-

ance to a country whose duly elected head of

government was deposed by decree or mili-

tary coup shall not apply with respect to

Pakistan.

(2) PRIOR CONSULTATION REQUIRED.—Not
less than 5 days prior to the obligation of
funds for Pakistan under paragraph (1), the
President shall consult with the appropriate
congressional committees with respect to
such obligation.

(b) FISCAL YEAR 2003.—

(1) WAIVER.—The President is authorized to
waive, with respect to Pakistan, any provi-
sion of the foreign operations, export financ-
ing, and related programs appropriations Act
for fiscal year 2003 that prohibits direct as-
sistance to a country whose duly elected
head of government was deposed by decree or
military coup, if the President determines
and certifies to the appropriate congres-
sional committees that such waiver—

(A) would facilitate the transition to
democratic rule in Pakistan; and

(B) is important to United States efforts to
respond to, deter, or prevent acts of inter-
national terrorism.

(2) PRIOR CONSULTATION REQUIRED.—Not
less than 5 days prior to the exercise of the
waiver authority under paragraph (1), the
President shall consult with the appropriate
congressional committees with respect to
such waiver.

SEC. 2. INCREASED FLEXIBILITY IN THE EXER-
CISE OF WAIVER AUTHORITY OF
MTCR AND EXPORT ADMINISTRA-
TION ACT SANCTIONS WITH RE-
SPECT TO PAKISTAN.

Any waiver under 73(e) of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2797b(e)), or under sec-
tion 11B(b)(5) of the Export Administration
Act of 1979 (50 U.S.C. App. 2410b(b)(5)) (or suc-
cessor statute), with respect to a sanction
that was imposed on foreign persons in Paki-
stan prior to January 1, 2001, may be
exercised—

(1) only after consultation with the appro-
priate congressional committees; and

(2) without regard to the notification peri-
ods set forth in the respective section au-
thorizing the waiver.

SEC. 3. EXEMPTION OF PAKISTAN FROM FOR-
EIGN ASSISTANCE PROHIBITIONS
RELATING TO FOREIGN COUNTRY
LOAN DEFAULTS.

The following provisions of law shall not
apply with respect to Pakistan:

(1) Section 620(q) of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2370(q)).

(2) Such provision of the Foreign Oper-
ations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 2002, as is com-
parable to section 512 of the Foreign Oper-
ations, Export Financing, and Related Pro-
grams Appropriations Act, 2001 (Public Law
106-429; 114 Stat. 1900A-25).

SEC. 4. MODIFICATION OF NOTIFICATION DEAD-
LINES FOR DRAWDOWNS AND
TRANSFER OF EXCESS DEFENSE AR-
TICLES TO RESPOND TO, DETER, OR
PREVENT ACTS OF INTERNATIONAL
TERRORISM.

(a) DRAWDOWNS.—Notwithstanding the sec-
ond sentence of section 506(b)(1) of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C.
2318(b)(1)), each notification under that sec-
tion with respect to any drawdown author-
ized by subclause (III) of subsection
(a)(2)(A)(A) that the President determines is
important to United States efforts to re-
spond to, deter, or prevent acts of inter-
national terrorism shall be made at least 5
days in advance of the drawdown in lieu of
the 15-day requirement in that section.

(b) TRANSFERS OF EXCESS DEFENSE ARTI-
CLES.—Notwithstanding section 516(f)(1) of
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C.
2321j(£)(1)), each notification under that sec-
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tion with respect to any transfer of an excess
defense article that the President deter-
mines is important to United States efforts
to respond to, deter, or prevent acts of inter-
national terrorism shall be made at least 15
days in advance of the transfer in lieu of the
30-day requirement in that section.

SEC. 5. APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.

In this Act, the term ‘“‘appropriate congres-
sional committees’” means the Committee on
Foreign Relations and the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on International Relations and the
Committee on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives.

SEC. 6. TERMINATION DATE.

Except as otherwise provided in section 1
or 3, the provisions of this Act shall termi-
nate on October 1, 2003.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on S. 1465.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, the pending bill per-
mits the President to scrape from the
hull of a great ship, the foreign rela-
tions law of the United States, some of
the barnacles that prevent us from aid-
ing our ally, Pakistan. It is an appro-
priate response to the emergency situa-
tion confronting our Nation and to the
difficulties facing Pakistan as it as-
sists us to stabilize their region.

Pakistan has been for decades a
friend of the United States. It stood by
us, for example, by committing its
armed forces on our side in the Gulf
War, unlike some of its neighbors who
were mild and somewhat equivocal in
their response to Saddam Hussein. Of
course, it was the launching place for
our long, difficult joint effort to free
the Afghan people of the Soviet Army.

While Pakistan and the United
States have had serious disagreements
on proliferation policy and other issues
and we remain concerned with the
overthrow of the elected government
by President Musharref, we can and
should work with Pakistan during the
coming years and establish a new rela-
tionship based on trust, mutual inter-
est, and common values.

The bill waives for fiscal years 2002
and 2003 legislative provisions with re-
spect to Pakistan prohibiting direct as-
sistance on account of the deposition of
a duly elected head of government by a
military coup. It provides additional
flexibility by eliminating certain noti-
fication periods with respect to certain
provisions of the Arms Export Control
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Act and the Export Administration
Act. It exempts Pakistan from certain
provisions of law which would prevent
it from receiving assistance should it
be in default on certain debts. It per-
mits drawdowns of defense articles and
the transfer of excess defense articles
subject to shorter congressional notifi-
cation periods.

Madam Speaker, our military is in
the air over Afghanistan as we speak.
Our forces are depending on Pakistani
facilities and intelligence. Our assist-
ance to Pakistan helps ensure the sta-
bility of the government of an ally and
the welfare of its people. I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill and send it
to the President for his signature.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of S. 1465. This is a very signifi-
cant piece of legislation; and I want to
commend my distinguished friend, the
gentleman from Illinois (Chairman
HYDE), for bringing this bill to the
floor in an expedited fashion.

As we speak, Madam Speaker, the
Secretary of State of the United States
is in Pakistan underscoring the impor-
tance of our relationship and the im-
portance of this legislation.

We are engaged in an epic struggle
against the forces of international ter-
rorism; and our fighting men and
women are risking their lives as we
speak to end this terrible threat, not
only to the United States, but to every
civilized country on the face of this
planet. In this fight, we have called
upon all nations to make every con-
tribution they can to prevail against
these forces of evil.

Pakistan in particular, by geography
and history, must shoulder an unusu-
ally heavy burden in this effort. While
it is true that Pakistan had a hand in
creating the Taliban, it is also true
that Pakistan today is playing a crit-
ical role in ensuring that Afghanis
know Afghanistan is no longer a base
for international terrorism.

President Musharref’s decision to
stand with the United States and the
civilized global community was a wise
and courageous choice. But as we laud
him for making the right choice, we
must acknowledge that it will not be
an easy commitment to keep. The ter-
rorist attacks on September 11 shed
light on the life-and-death struggle
that is being waged for the future of
Pakistan. It is a battle against the de-
structive and anarchist forces of reli-
gious fanaticism and violence which
seek to capitalize on the despair of the
poor.

O 1445

It is a Dbattle that President
Musharraf must win to restore hope to
the people of Pakistan and to secure a
future for the children of Pakistan. It
is wvital, Madam Speaker, that the
United States demonstrate to the peo-
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ple and government of Pakistan our
commitment to help them secure that
future as long as Pakistan continues
its commitment to eradicate inter-
national terrorism. It is for this reason
that I support the legislation before us
today.

The situation in South Asia, Madam
Speaker, is highly volatile, and I am
convinced that any military assistance
or armed sales in the current environ-
ment would only serve to further in-
flame tensions in the region. I urge our
administration to refrain from actions
that will accelerate the arms race on
the subcontinent and further desta-
bilize the already fragile situation
there. I will continue to monitor this
issue closely.

Finally, I want to reiterate to the
people of Pakistan our continued sup-
port for a return to democracy in that
country. President Musharraf has
given his word that he is committed to
democracy and we in Congress intend
to hold him to his word.

Madam Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support S. 1465.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 5 minutes to the gen-

tleman from New Jersey (Mr.
PALLONE).
Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I

want to thank the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS), the ranking
member, for yielding me this time.

I come to the House floor today to
rise in opposition to S. 1465, as we
know, a bill that waives certain sanc-
tions against Pakistan. Section 508 of
the Foreign Operations Act for fiscal
yvear 2001 was passed by Congress to
prohibit the export of U.S. weapons and
military assistance to countries whose
duly-elected head of government is de-
posed. In 1999, General Perez Musharraf
overthrew the civilian-elected govern-
ment of Pakistan in a military coup
and since then has governed Pakistan
under military rule. As a result, sec-
tion 508 sanctions have been in place
and U.S. policy has maintained that no
military assistance would be provided
to Pakistan.

Under the current circumstances due
to the attacks of September 11, I do
feel that it is appropriate to provide
economic assistance to Pakistan be-
cause of General Musharraf’s willing-
ness to support the U.S. in seizing
Osama bin Laden and eliminating the
al-Qaeda terrorist network. Pakistan is
not only a country suffering from se-
vere poverty in some regions, but it is
also a fragile society. Pakistan’s pleas
to the U.S. for economic help are un-
derstandable, and any humanitarian,
education, economic, and social assist-
ance is worthy of being granted on an
expedited basis.

However, Madam Speaker, I stand
strong in my argument against mili-
tary aid to Pakistan, even under the
current circumstances. Since the first
day of U.S. military action against the
Taliban in Afghanistan, it has become
clear that Pakistan’s armed forces are
not participating in the antiterrorism
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effort in Afghanistan. If Pakistan’s
forces are not being used directly
against the Taliban and terrorist
groups, there is no justification for
providing military aid.

South Asia is today one of the most
politically volatile areas in the world.
Pakistan is a nuclear power, but has
been unstable and, like I said earlier,
very fragile. Until sound democracy is
established in Pakistan, it is unclear
what purpose military artillery and
weapons will be used for.

My fear is that if we provide weapons
to Pakistan or lead to that possibility,
they may inadvertently fall into the
wrong hands and be used in ways con-
trary to U.S. interests. And Pakistan
has Iran to the west of its borders and
India to the east. Sri Lanka and sev-
eral other countries contribute to the
volatile makeup of the region.

Historically, U.S. arms exports to
Pakistan have been used against India,
primarily through cross-border mili-
tary action in Kashmir. We saw a terri-
fying example of this on October 1
when a suicide car bomb exploded in
front of the Jammu and Kashmir State
Assembly while it was in session. This
terrorist attack left at least 40 dead
and many more injured. Jaish-e-Mu-
hammad, a Pakistani-based group, is
the terrorist group that came forward
and claimed responsibility for this hor-
rific act. This group is now on the
Treasury Department’s list of terrorist
groups whose assets will be frozen by
the U.S., but this example of cold-
blooded murder by a Pakistani-based
group should be evidence enough that
weapons can and will fall into the
hands of terrorist networks and poten-
tially be used against India or other
U.S. allies.

The Pakistan government is cur-
rently not only supportive of the
Taliban but, in fact, is one of the pro-
ponents that created the Taliban move-
ment in Afghanistan. Due to the deep
ties between Pakistan and the Taliban,
and the deep ties between the Taliban
and Osama bin Laden, I feel that it is
in the best interests of the U.S. to up-
hold its current policy of restricting
military assistance at this time. Given
Pakistan’s instability, nuclear pro-
liferation capabilities, and current
military rule, I do not see a reasonable
argument for compromising our demo-
cratic values by waiving section 508.

Finally, for my colleagues that feel
that we should grant Pakistani aid re-
quested, including military aid, I would
note that under section 614 of the For-
eign Assistance Act, the U.S. may pro-
vide weapons and military assistance
when U.S. national security interests
are at stake. Given that Osama bin
Laden and his al-Qaeda network have
not only savagely attacked us, but con-
tinue to pose a threat to the U.S., the
President could provide U.S. military
assistance to Pakistan under section
614. Unless the President certifies that
that assistance provided under 614 is
insufficient, there is no reason for Con-
gress to waive section 508.



October 16, 2001

If and when Pakistan takes steps to-
wards establishing a democracy with a
civilian-elected government, perhaps
section 508 would be irrelevant. How-
ever, General Musharraf has shown no
steps towards returning Pakistan to
democratic rule and, in fact, has moved
in the opposite direction for at least
the past several months. On June 20 he
declared himself President of Pakistan,
which is a clear indication of his desire
to maintain a dictatorial stronghold.
Musharraf’s past actions include dis-
solving Pakistan’s National Assembly
and four provincial assemblies. He has
claimed that he will hold fair national
elections by 2002; however, this has
only been lip service so far. As a self-
proclaimed President, Musharraf may
be seen with more credibility in the
eyes of the international community at
large, but the fact remains that the
people of his Nation never elected him.
I believe that repealing section 508
clearly sends the wrong message, given
the General’s actions.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 4 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentlewoman from New
York (Mrs. LOWEY), the ranking Demo-
cratic member of the Subcommittee on
Foreign Operations, Export Financing
and Related Programs.

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Speaker, I rise
in reluctant support of S. 1465, and I
would like to address several concerns
about this bill which would authorize
the President to exercise certain waiv-
ers with respect to Pakistan.

In recent weeks, the President has
invoked special authorities to enable
the provision of $100 million in eco-
nomic assistance for Pakistan. I have
been consulted on these decisions and I
have supported them as necessary to
carry out our campaign against ter-
rorism. But the passage of this bill
today will remove all remaining legis-
lative restrictions on assistance to
Pakistan for both fiscal year 2002 and
fiscal year 2003. It is my understanding
that the administration will soon in-
form Congress of its intention to pro-
vide an additional $500 million in eco-
nomic assistance to Pakistan to be
taken from the $40 billion emergency
supplemental.

There is simply no question that the
United States should move rapidly to
provide economic assistance to Paki-
stan in light of its cooperation in the
war on terrorism, and because of the
severe economic crisis there, but I cau-
tion my colleagues against relin-
quishing our role in this process. With
the passage of this bill, we give ex-
traordinary discretion to the adminis-
tration to determine the extent and
content of our assistance. While I sup-
port a bold and significant assistance
program for Pakistan, I believe it must
have appropriate congressional over-
sight.

The Pakistani government has re-
quested billions in economic assistance
to meet its cash shortfall and to ad-
dress its significant infrastructure,
education, and health needs, and I ex-
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pect we will provide $600 million to re-
spond to that request. But at the mo-
ment, there is no clear plan for how
this assistance will flow, and we have
very little monitoring capacity to en-
sure funds are spent for their intended
purposes. Under normal circumstances,
Congress has a role in directing the use
of appropriated funds prior to their dis-
bursement, and I hope we will be in-
cluded in the current process as well.

At this point, we have not been in-
formed of any plan to provide signifi-
cant military assistance to Pakistan.
However, that could and likely will
change as the situation develops. There
are no legislative guidelines in place to
ensure that we will have appropriate
assurances from the Pakistani govern-
ment that the use of such assistance
will be restricted to the fight against
terrorism. While it is my expectation
that the President would seek and ob-
tain such assurances, Congress does
not currently require him to do so.

Finally, I am puzzled that this bill
takes the unusual step of waiving a
provision of law on a bill that is not
yvet written: the fiscal year 2003 For-
eign Operations bill. I understand and
support the need to send a strong sig-
nal to Pakistan and to provide some
assurance that our commitment to
them is long term, but I submit that
providing $600 million is a very strong
signal. The Committee on Appropria-
tions, under the leadership of the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), has
responded with speed and cooperation
to the President’s request for resources
to fight this war. We neglect our over-
sight responsibilities when we provide
prospective waivers for bills that have
yet to be written.

Madam Speaker, I support this bill,
but I urge my colleagues to carefully
consider these concerns as we move
forward.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, we
have no further requests for time, and
I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HOLT. Madam Speaker, | rise today to
address my colleagues regarding S. 1465.

As we pass this legislation today, | wanted
to note for the record certain reservations |
have about authorizing the President to waive
sanctions against Pakistan. | am in favor of
providing aid to Pakistan and helping them de-
velop economically. This development is cru-
cial for a transition to a democratic form of
government. Our relationship with Pakistan is
especially important in light of the events since
September 11. We must continue to cement
our alliance with Pakistan and all interested
countries in order to maintain our campaign
against al Qaeda and the Taliban. However, |
question whether waiving restrictions on U.S.
arms exports is the best way to help these
countries.

South Asia, as we now know, is an ex-
tremely volatile area. In the last 50 years,
India and Pakistan, who both have nuclear ca-
pabilities, have fought three conflicts. As we
have seen in just the last few days, the area
around Kashmir continues to be a source of
tension in the region. Any weapons that we
export to these countries could be used in fu-
ture conflicts. Do we really want to contribute
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to the instability of this region by providing
more weapons?

United States law prohibits the export of
arms to government in power due to a military
coup. Section 508 of the Foreign Operations
Act for FYO1 prohibits the export of weapons
and military assistance to countries whose
duly elected head of government is deposed.
Reversing this policy without making any stip-
ulations about the re-establishment of democ-
racy could send the wrong message to un-
democratic regimes.

These are extraordinary times. Extreme
measures may be necessary. But the Presi-
dent has already exercised his right to provide
American weapons and military assistance
when national security interests are at stake,
as allowed by section 614 of the Foreign As-
sistance Act. Congress should not waive sanc-
tions on arms export to India and Pakistan un-
less the President shows that the assistance
he has already provided is insufficient.

If these sanctions are waived, there is no
guarantee that the United States has any con-
trol over the weapons exported. Our experi-
ences in Somalia, Iran, Iraq, an Afghanistan
demonstrate this. How do we know that Amer-
ican weapons will not fall into the hands of po-
tential enemies and threaten our troops at a
future date? The Taliban may own up to 100
Stinger missiles that were provided by the
United States in the 1980s for their clash with
the Soviet Union.

As | mentioned earlier, | worry about the
message that the United States sends to un-
democratic regimes by allowing exports to
countries without stipulations about the estab-
lishment of democracy. To allow such a waiv-
er regardless of a country’s human rights
standards violates one of the central tenets of
U.S. foreign policy. Congress should exercise
caution, for allowing such waivers now may
lead to broader waivers later. The fight against
terrorism should not be at the expense of our
principles.

Madam Speaker, instead of providing mili-
tary aid, the United States should target its aid
toward the more immediate needs of the peo-
ple of Pakistan and India. Pakistan and India
rank No. 127 and No. 114, respectively, in the
U.N.’s Human Development Index. More
weapons will not move them up in these
rankings. The United States should provide
economic assistance to the people of Pakistan
and India—not more weapons.

Mr. GILMAN. Madam Speaker, | reluctantly
rise in support of S. 1465, a bill that would
waive certain restrictions on U.S. assistance to
Pakistan.

While we need to attempt to be helpful to
President Musharraf for permitting the United
States access to its bases and in an attempt
to build a relationship with Pakistan, | am very
concerned about working too closely with
Pakistan at this point and providing for them to
have too much of a role in forming the future
Government of Afghanistan.

In the past, the Government of Pakistan and
President Musharraf have given to the Taliban
the support they needed to take and stay in
power. Pakistani military officials have guided
and counseled Taliban military leaders in their
war against the National Alliance. Indeed with-
out the support of Pakistan the Taliban would
not even exist.

The Taliban originated from Islamic fun-
damentalist religious schools in Pakistan.
President Musharraf and other Pakistani lead-
ers throughout the years have provided the
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Taliban a lifetime by giving it military, eco-
nomic, and logistical support.

As Secretary Powell seeks to be helpful to
the Afghans as they attempt to form a new
government | would hope that we do not take
Pakistani advice to install a “reinvented”
Taliban in power.

We should also not forget that Pakistan, bin
Laden, and the Taliban have been responsible
for terrorist acts that have led to the deaths of
innocent Indian civilians in Kashmir and
throughout India for many years.

Pakistan has used its military against India
time and time again. Given that, while it
makes sense to give Pakistan economic sup-
port | do not believe that it is wise to give it
military support until we are clear about the
way in which it intends to use that support.
Accordingly, | reluctantly support S. 1465.

Mr. BEREUTER. Madam Speaker, this
Member rises in strong support for S. 1465, a
bill authorizing the President to exercise waiv-
ers of foreign assistance restrictions with re-
spect to Pakistan through September 30,
2003. This Member would like to commend
the distinguished gentleman from kansas serv-
ing in the other body, Mr. BROWNBACK, who
previously served in this body, for his commit-
ment to develop an expertise in South Asian
and Central Asian issues and for introducing
S. 1465. This Member would also like to thank
the gentleman from lllinois, the chairman of
the International Relations Committee, Mr.
HYDE, for expeditiously moving this measure
to the floor.

Pakistan is located in a neighborhood where
its alignment with the United States during the
cold war was neither an easy nor popular
choice, and yet Pakistan served well as an
ally to the United States during that era. Fol-
lowing the unspeakable and horrific terrorist
attacks on September 11, 2001, the world has
entered a new era, and, to its credit, Pakistan
has once again made a choice that was nei-
ther easy nor popular—that is, to align itself
with the United States in the war against glob-
al terrorism.

Madam Speaker, this legislation provides
President Bush with the tools he needs to en-
courage Pakistan’s continued participation in
United States efforts to combat terrorism. It
provides the President with the opportunity to
provide increased assistance to Pakistan is
critical and very appropriate at this time.

However, this Member would note that even
if the terrorist attacks had not occurred, re-
viewing current sanctions against Pakistan, as
provided in S. 1465, would have been appro-
priate. Following the October 12, 1999, unfor-
tunate, but bloodless coup, which brought him
to power, General Musharraf has abided by
the Pakistani Supreme Court's prescribed
timetable for reinstating local elections, and he
continues to promise that Pakistan will con-
duct Federal elections in October 2002. Addi-
tionally, freedom of the press appears to be
improving according to the Pakistan Country
Report on Human Rights Practices for 2000.
While the Pakistani economy continues to suf-
fer, reports indicate that General Musharraf's
administration has made progress in improving
transparency and in liberalizing trade. Cer-
tainly, these steps would have warranted the
consideration of resuming foreign assistance
which could foster continued improvements in
these areas. It could also assist in supporting
improvements in other human rights areas.

Madam Speaker, this Member encourages
his colleagues to support S. 1465.
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Mr. ACKERMAN. Madam Speaker, | rise in
support of S. 1465 but do so with some seri-
ous reservations. While | think we all agree
that the President needs a significant amount
of flexibility in order to effectively prosecute
the war on terrorism, | believe we should be
careful about the types of assistance that
could flow to Pakistan under this particular
proposal.

Clearly, everyone supports the provision of
economic assistance to Pakistan. Among the
poorest nations in the world, Pakistan was,
until a recent rescheduling, in default on U.S.
loans and continues to need assistance with
its massive foreign debt. In addition, the Paki-
stani economy remains weak although Gen-
eral Musharaff should be given credit for ad-
hering to the structural adjustment plan re-
quired by the International Monetary Fund.
Pakistan should also be given assistance to
provide health care and education. Life ex-
pectancy is low, infant mortality is high, and
too many of Pakistan’s children are educated
in Madrassas that provide only lessons in ha-
tred.

The problem with this bill is that it opens the
door to a significant new arms relationship
with Pakistan and before the United States
even considers going down that road, we must
consider who the arms are likely to be used
against. It is clear from looking at Pakistan’s
immediate neighbors that the threats to Paki-
stan are low. In Afghanistan, the expectations
for a post-Taliban government are that it
would not be a threat to Pakistan. Since China
is Pakistan's long-time partner on nuclear and
missile-related technologies, it is unlikely Paki-
stan would use the weapons there. There are
tensions between Iran and Pakistan but they
don’t seem to rise to the level of armed con-
flict. That leaves India, which is where any
weapons we provide are likely to be used. We
should think long and hard before we agree to
supply Pakistan with any weapons or spare
parts that would be used against India. India
strongly supports the U.S.-led coalition against
terrorism and does so without preconditions or
reservations. Now is not the time for the U.S.
to abandon its democratic friends in South
Asia, or elsewhere.

One final point, Madam Speaker, we should
remember that among the sanctions we are
waiving here today are those imposed be-
cause of the October 1999 coup in Pakistan.
The message from this waiver must not be
that democracy is no longer important. In fact,
the one lesson we should draw from the cur-
rent situation is that democracy remains the
solution to extremism everywhere. We must
continue to urge Pakistan to return to democ-
racy as soon as possible.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam
Speaker, | rise in support of this legislation,
which will allow for the temporary waiver of
economic restrictions with respect to Pakistan.

We currently find ourselves involved in a
military action far from home. This is only pos-
sible due to the coordinated efforts of many
nations that have demonstrated their commit-
ment to eliminating terrorism from the earth.
Pakistan has contributed mightily to our efforts
in Afghanistan, both diplomatically and other-
wise.

Madam Speaker, President Clinton imposed
sanctions on Pakistan and India for their dual
nuclear tests in 1998 under the Glenn Amend-
ment of the Arms Export Control Act. In addi-
tion, the October 1999 overthrow of the demo-
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cratically elected government of Pakistan trig-
gered additional sanctions under the Foreign
Appropriations Act. Foreign Assistance Act
also imposed restrictions on Pakistan for ar-
rearages in bilateral debt payments. On Sep-
tember 22, 2001, President Bush triggered
waivers to lift remaining sanctions on Pakistan
as a good faith gesture towards this nation for
its cooperation in eradicating terrorism. The
Congress must also demonstrate its commit-
ment to our allies in this struggle, while re-
specting the long-term policy goals our sanc-
tions are designed to promote and protect.
This legislation achieves this goal by granting
the President waiver authority for fiscal year
2002. However, for the following fiscal year,
the waiver is only extended if the President
can show this Body that the waiver would “fa-
cilitate the transition to democratic rule in
Pakistan; and is important to United States ef-
forts to respond to, deter, or prevent acts of
international terrorism.” Thus, this House en-
sures that we do not disregard our commit-
ment to the spread of viable stable democ-
racies throughout the world, while recognizing
the need to commit resources to those nations
willing to facilitate the development of peace
throughout both the region and the world.

Pakistan is also given the opportunity to
continue its support of our military efforts in
FY 2003 by allowing the President to waive
arms control export laws if President Bush
deems it necessary and notifies Congress 45
days in advance. The leadership of Pakistan,
though not elected, has recognized the urgent
need for the Peace of Nations in this world.
Despite sustained protests and alleged desta-
bilization by Taliban infiltrators from Afghani-
stan, the leadership of Pakistan has proven
that it has renounced its ties to the Taliban,
and agreed to play a decisive role in the shap-
ing of a new democracy within Afghanistan.
Our actions here today ensure that we will
play a decisive role in pursuing the goal of de-
mocracy within Pakistan.

Finally, Madam Speaker, this bill ensures
that we do not sell ourselves for the sake of
our pursuit of the Taliban. This legislation
“sunsets” on October 1, 2003. By limiting the
scope of this waiver, we respect our constitu-
tional function of checking the power of the
executive to pursue policies against our long-
term interests longer than necessary for the
swift administration of justice

Though the times we live in are uncertain,
we are not desperate, for our cause is just
and our will strong. This Congress is charged
to face unpleasant realities for the sake of our
children’s futures. S. 1465 does this, and in a
way that ensures the children of Pakistan
might someday know democracy, too.

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I have
no further requests for time, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the Senate bill, S.
1465.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the Sen-
ate bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
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CORAL REEF AND COASTAL MA-
RINE CONSERVATION ACT OF 2001

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2272) to amend the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 to provide for debt
relief to developing countries who take
action to protect critical coral reef
habitats, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2272

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DEBT REDUCTION FOR DEVELOPING

COUNTRIES WITH CORAL REEFS
AND OTHER COASTAL MARINE RE-
SOURCES.

The Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22
U.S.C. 2151 et seq.) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

“PART VI—DEBT REDUCTION FOR DEVEL-
OPING COUNTRIES WITH CORAL REEFS
AND OTHER COASTAL MARINE RE-
SOURCES

“SEC. 901. SHORT TITLE.

“This part may be cited as the ‘Coral Reef
and Coastal Marine Conservation Act of
2001°.

“SEC. 902. FINDINGS AND PURPOSES.

‘‘(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) It is the established policy of the
United States to support and seek the pro-
tection and restoration of natural coastal
marine areas, in particular coral reefs and
other critically imperiled coastal marine re-
sources around the world, as demonstrated
by the establishment of the United States
Government’s Coral Reef Task Force under
Executive Order 13089 (June 11, 1998) and by
the emphasis given to coral reefs at the Con-
ference on Oceans held in Monterey, Cali-
fornia.

‘(2) Coral reefs and other coastal marine
resources provide a wide range of benefits to
mankind by—

““(A) harboring a major share of the world’s
marine biological diversity, and by acting as
seed-grounds and nurseries for many deep-
sea species; and

‘“(B) serving as the basis for major activi-
ties of critical economic, social, and cultural
importance, including fishing, pharma-
ceutical research, recreation, tourism, and
the natural purification and recharge of wa-
ters.

‘“(3) International organizations and assist-
ance programs to conserve coral reefs and
other coastal marine resources have pro-
liferated in recent years, but the rapid de-
struction of these resources nonetheless con-
tinues in many countries.

‘‘(4) Poverty and economic pressures on
many developing countries, including the
burden of official debts, has promoted ineffi-
cient, unsustainable over-exploitation of
coral reefs and other coastal marine re-
sources, while also denying necessary funds
to protection efforts.

‘(6) Reduction of official, government-to-
government debts can help reduce economic
pressures for over-exploitation of coral reefs
and other coastal marine resources and can
mobilize additional resources for their pro-
tection.

‘“(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this part
are—

‘(1) to recognize the values received by
United States citizens from protection of
coral reefs and other coastal marine re-
sources;

‘(2) to facilitate greater protection of re-
maining coral reefs and other coastal marine
resources, and the recovery of damaged
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areas, by providing for the alleviation of
debt in countries where these resources are
located, thus allowing for the use of addi-
tional resources to protect and restore such
coral reefs and other coastal marine re-
sources, and to reduce economic pressures
that have led to unsustainable exploitation;
and

““(3) to ensure that resources freed from
debt in such countries are rechanneled to
protection of coral reefs and other coastal
marine resources.

“SEC. 903. DEFINITIONS.

“In this part:

‘(1) ADMINISTERING BODY.—The term ‘ad-
ministering body’ means the entity provided
for in section 908(c).

‘(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘appropriate congressional
committees’ means—

‘“(A) the Committee on International Rela-
tions and the Committee on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives; and

‘(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
Senate.

‘“(3) BENEFICIARY COUNTRY.—The term ‘ben-
eficiary country’ means an eligible country
with respect to which the authority of sec-
tion 906(a) or paragraph (1) or (2) of section
907(a) of this part is exercised.

‘“(4) BOARD.—The term ‘Board’ means the
board referred to in section 910.

‘“(5) CorRAL.—The term ‘coral’ means spe-
cies of the phylum Cnidaria, including—

‘“(A) all species of the orders Antipatharia
(black corals), Scleractinia (stony corals),
Alcyonacea (soft corals), Gorgonacea (horny
corals), Stolonifera (organpipe corals and
others), and Coenothecalia (blue coral), of
the class Anthozoa; and

‘“(B) all species of the order Hydrocorallina
(fire corals and hydrocorals) of the class
Hydrozoa.

‘“(6) CORAL REEF.—The term ‘coral reef’
means any reef or shoal composed primarily
of corals.

‘“(7T) DEVELOPING COUNTRY WITH A CORAL
REEF OR OTHER COASTAL MARINE RESOURCE.—
The term ‘developing country with a coral
reef or other coastal marine resource’
means—

“(A)({1) a country that has a per capita in-
come of $725 or less in 1994 United States dol-
lars (commonly referred to as ‘low-income
country’), as determined and adjusted on an
annual basis by the International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development in its
World Development Report; or

‘“(ii) a country that has a per capita in-
come of more than $725 but less than $8,956 in
1994 United States dollars (commonly re-
ferred to as ‘middle-income country’), as de-
termined and adjusted on an annual basis by
the International Bank for Reconstruction
and Development in its World Development
Report; and

‘(B) a country that contains at least one
coral reef or other coastal marine resource
that is of conservation concern.

‘(8) ELIGIBLE COUNTRY.—The term ‘eligible
country’ means a country designated by the
President in accordance with section 905.

“(9) CORAL REEF AND OTHER COASTAL MA-
RINE RESOURCES AGREEMENT.—The term
‘Coral Reef and Other Coastal Marine Re-
sources Agreement’ or ‘Agreement’ means an
Coral Reef and Other Coastal Marine Re-
sources Agreement as provided for in section
908.

‘“(10) CORAL REEF AND OTHER COASTAL MA-
RINE RESOURCES FACILITY.—The term ‘Coral
Reef and Other Coastal Marine Resources
Facility’ or ‘Facility’ means the Coral Reef
and Other Coastal Marine Resources Facility
established in the Department of the Treas-
ury by section 904.
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‘“(11) CORAL REEF AND OTHER COASTAL MA-
RINE RESOURCES FUND.—The term ‘Coral Reef
and Other Coastal Marine Resources Fund’
or ‘Fund’ means a Coral Reef and Other
Coastal Marine Resources Fund provided for
in section 909.

“SEC. 904. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE FACILITY.

There is established in the Department of
the Treasury an entity to be known as the
‘Coral Reef and Other Coastal Marine Re-
sources Facility’ for the purpose of providing
for the administration of debt reduction in
accordance with this part.

“SEC. 905. ELIGIBILITY FOR BENEFITS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—To be eligible for bene-
fits from the Facility under this part, a
country shall be a developing country with a
coral reef or other coastal marine resource—

‘(1) the government of which meets the re-
quirements applicable to Latin American or
Caribbean countries under paragraphs (1)
through (5) and (7) of section 703(a) of this
Act; and

‘(2) that has established investment re-
forms, as evidenced by the conclusion of a bi-
lateral investment treaty with the United
States, implementation of an investment
sector loan with the Inter-American Devel-
opment Bank, World Bank-supported invest-
ment reforms, or other measures, as appro-
priate.

*“(b) ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATIONS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with sub-
section (a), the President shall determine
whether a country is eligible to receive bene-
fits under this part.

‘“(2) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—The
President shall notify the appropriate con-
gressional committees of the intention of the
President to designate a country as an eligi-
ble country at least 15 days in advance of
any formal determination.

“SEC. 906. REDUCTION OF DEBT OWED TO THE
UNITED STATES AS A RESULT OF
CONCESSIONAL LOANS UNDER THIS
ACT.

‘‘(a) AUTHORITY TO REDUCE DEBT.—

‘(1 AUTHORITY.—The President may re-
duce the amount owed to the United States
(or any agency of the United States) that is
outstanding as of January 1, 1999, as a result
of concessional loans made to an eligible
country by the United States under this Act
or predecessor foreign economic assistance
legislation.

‘(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For the cost (as defined in section 502(5) of
the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990) for
the reduction of any debt pursuant to this
section, there are authorized to be appro-
priated to the President $10,000,000 for each
of the fiscal years 2002 through 2005.

¢“(3) CERTAIN PROHIBITIONS INAPPLICABLE.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—A reduction of debt pur-
suant to this section shall not be considered
assistance for purposes of any provision of
law limiting assistance to a country.

‘“(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—The au-
thority of this section may be exercised not-
withstanding section 620(r) of this Act or sec-
tion 321 of the International Development
and Food Assistance Act of 1975.

“(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF DEBT REDUC-
TION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Any debt reduction pur-
suant to subsection (a) shall be accomplished
at the direction of the Facility by the ex-
change of a new obligation for obligations of
the type referred to in subsection (a) out-
standing as of the date specified in sub-
section (a)(1).

¢‘(2) EXCHANGE OF OBLIGATIONS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Facility shall no-
tify the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development of an agreement en-
tered into under paragraph (1) with an eligi-
ble country to exchange a new obligation for
outstanding obligations.
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‘“(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—At the di-
rection of the Facility, the old obligations
that are the subject of the agreement shall
be canceled and a new debt obligation for the
country shall be established relating to the
agreement, and the United States Agency for
International Development shall make an
adjustment in its accounts to reflect the
debt reduction.

‘(c) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—
The following additional terms and condi-
tions shall apply to the reduction of debt
under subsection (a)(1) in the same manner
as such terms and conditions apply to the re-
duction of debt under section 704(a)(1) of this
Act:

‘(1) The provisions relating to repayment
of principal under section 705 of this Act.

‘“(2) The provisions relating to interest on
new obligations under section 706 of this Act.
“SEC. 907. AUTHORITY TO ENGAGE IN DEBT-FOR-

NATURE SWAPS AND DEBT
BUYBACKS.

‘‘(a) LOANS AND CREDITS ELIGIBLE FOR
SALE, REDUCTION, OR CANCELLATION.—

(1) DEBT-FOR-NATURE SWAPS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, the President may, in
accordance with this section, sell to any eli-
gible purchaser described in subparagraph
(B) any concessional loans described in sec-
tion 906(a)(1), or on receipt of payment from
an eligible purchaser described in subpara-
graph (B), reduce or cancel such loans or por-
tion thereof, only for the purpose of facili-
tating a debt-for-nature swap to support eli-
gible activities described in section 908(d).

‘“(B) ELIGIBLE PURCHASER DESCRIBED.—A
loan may be sold, reduced, or canceled under
subparagraph (A) only to a purchaser who
presents plans satisfactory to the President
for using the loan for the purpose of engag-
ing in debt-for-nature swaps to support eligi-
ble activities described in section 908(d).

¢(C) CONSULTATION REQUIREMENT.—Before
the sale under subparagraph (A) to any eligi-
ble purchaser described in subparagraph (B),
or any reduction or cancellation under such
subparagraph (A), of any loan made to an eli-
gible country, the President shall consult
with the country concerning the amount of
loans to be sold, reduced, or canceled and
their uses for debt-for-nature swaps to sup-
port eligible activities described in section
908(d).

‘(D) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
For the cost (as defined in section 502(5) of
the Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990) for
the reduction of any debt pursuant to sub-
paragraph (A), amounts authorized to be ap-
propriated under section 906(a)(2) shall be
made available for such reduction of debt
pursuant to subparagraph (A).

‘‘(2) DEBT BUYBACKS.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law, the President may, in
accordance with this section, sell to any eli-
gible country any concessional loans de-
scribed in section 906(a)(1), or on receipt of
payment from an eligible purchaser de-
scribed in paragraph (1)(B), reduce or cancel
such loans or portion thereof, only for the
purpose of facilitating a debt buyback by an
eligible country of its own qualified debt,
only if the eligible country uses an addi-
tional amount of the local currency of the el-
igible country, equal to not less than the les-
sor of 40 percent of the price paid for such
debt by such eligible country, or the dif-
ference between the price paid for such debt
and the face value of such debt, to support
eligible activities described in section 908(d).

‘(3) LIMITATION.—The authority provided
by paragraphs (1) and (2) shall be available
only to the extent that appropriations for
the cost (as defined in section 502(5) of the
Federal Credit Reform Act of 1990) of the
modification of any debt pursuant to such
paragraphs are made in advance.
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‘(4) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the
President shall, in accordance with this sec-
tion, establish the terms and conditions
under which loans may be sold, reduced, or
canceled pursuant to this section.

““(5) ADMINISTRATION.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Facility shall no-
tify the Administrator of the United States
Agency for International Development of eli-
gible purchasers described in paragraph
(1)(B) that the President has determined to
be eligible under paragraph (1), and shall di-
rect such agency to carry out the sale, re-
duction, or cancellation of a loan pursuant
to such paragraph.

“(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—Such
agency shall make an adjustment in its ac-
counts to reflect the sale, reduction, or can-
cellation of such a loan.

‘“(b) DEPOSIT OF PROCEEDS.—The proceeds
from the sale, reduction, or cancellation of
any loan sold, reduced or canceled pursuant
to this section shall be deposited in the
United States Government account or ac-
counts established for the repayment of such
loan.

“SEC. 908. CORAL REEF AND OTHER COASTAL MA-
RINE RESOURCES AGREEMENT.

‘“‘(a) AUTHORITY.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State is
authorized, in consultation with other appro-
priate officials of the Federal Government,
to enter into a Coral Reef and Other Coastal
Marine Resources Agreement with any eligi-
ble country concerning the operation and use
of the Fund for that country.

‘“(2) CONSULTATION.—In the negotiation of
such an Agreement, the Secretary shall con-
sult with the Board in accordance with sec-
tion 910.

“(b) CONTENTS OF AGREEMENT.—The re-
quirements contained in section 708(b) of this
Act (relating to contents of an agreement)
shall apply to an Agreement in the same
manner as such requirements apply to an
Americas Framework Agreement.

‘‘(c) ADMINISTERING BODY.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts disbursed from
the Fund in each beneficiary country shall
be administered by a body constituted under
the laws of that country.

¢“(2) COMPOSITION.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The administering body
shall consist of—

‘(1) one or more individuals appointed by
the United States Government;

‘“(ii) one or more individuals appointed by
the government of the beneficiary country;
and

‘(iii) individuals who represent a broad
range of—

‘(I) environmental non-governmental or-
ganizations of, or active in, the beneficiary
country;

‘“(IT) local community development non-
governmental organizations of the bene-
ficiary country; and

‘“(IIT) scientific, academic, or forestry or-
ganizations of the beneficiary country.

‘“(B) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—A major-
ity of the members of the administering
body shall be individuals described in sub-
paragraph (A)(iii).

‘“(3) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The requirements
contained in section 708(c)(3) of this Act (re-
lating to responsibilities of the admin-
istering body) shall apply to an admin-
istering body described in paragraph (1) in
the same manner as such requirements apply
to an administering body described in sec-
tion 708(c)(1) of this Act.

“(d) ELIGIBLE ACTIVITIES.—Amounts depos-
ited in a Fund shall be used only to provide
grants to conserve, maintain, and restore the
coral reefs and other coastal marine re-
sources in the beneficiary country, through
one or more of the following activities:
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‘(1) Establishment, restoration, protec-
tion, and maintenance of parks, protected
areas, and reserves.

‘(2) Development and implementation of
scientifically sound systems of natural re-
source management, including ‘ridgeline to
reef’ and ecosystem management practices.

‘(3) Training programs to increase the sci-
entific, technical, and managerial capacities
of individuals and organizations involved in
conservation efforts.

‘‘(4) Restoration, protection, or sustainable
use of diverse marine animal and plant spe-
cies.

¢“(5) Development and support of the liveli-
hoods of individuals living near a coral reef
or other coastal marine resource, in a man-
ner consistent with protecting those re-
sources.

‘‘(e) GRANT RECIPIENTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Grants made from a
Fund shall be made to—

“‘(A) nongovernmental environmental, for-
estry, conservation, and indigenous peoples
organizations of, or active in, the beneficiary
country;

‘“(B) other appropriate local or regional en-
tities of, or active in, the beneficiary coun-
try; or

‘(C) in exceptional circumstances, the gov-
ernment of the beneficiary country.

‘(2) PRIORITY.—In providing grants under
paragraph (1), priority shall be given to
projects that are run by nongovernmental
organizations and other private entities and
that involve local communities in their plan-
ning and execution.

“(f) REVIEW OF LARGER GRANTS.—AnNy
grant of more than $100,000 from a Fund shall
be subject to veto by the Government of the
United States or the government of the bene-
ficiary country.

‘(g) ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA.—In the event
that a country ceases to meet the eligibility
requirements set forth in section 905(a), as
determined by the President pursuant to sec-
tion 905(b), then grants from the Fund for
that country may only be made to non-
governmental organizations until such time
as the President determines that such coun-
try meets the eligibility requirements set
forth in section 905(a).

“SEC. 909. CORAL REEF AND OTHER COASTAL MA-
RINE RESOURCES FUND.

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Each beneficiary
country that enters into a Coral Reef and
Other Coastal Marine Resources Agreement
under section 908 shall be required to estab-
lish a Coral Reef and Other Coastal Marine
Resources Fund to receive payments of in-
terest on new obligations undertaken by the
beneficiary country under this part.

“(b) REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO OPER-
ATION OF FUND.—The following terms and
conditions shall apply to the Fund in the
same manner as such terms as conditions
apply to an Enterprise for the Americas
Fund under section 707 of this Act:

‘(1) The provision relating to deposits
under subsection (b) of such section.

‘“(2) The provision relating to investments
under subsection (c¢) of such section.

‘“(3) The provision relating to disburse-
ments under subsection (d) of such section.
“SEC. 910. BOARD.

‘(a) ENTERPRISE FOR THE AMERICAS
BOARD.—The Enterprise for the Americas
Board established under section 610(a) of the
Agricultural Trade Development and Assist-
ance Act of 1954 (7 U.S.C. 1738i(a)) shall, in
addition to carrying out the responsibilities
of the Board under section 610(c) of such Act,
carry out the duties described in subsection
(c) of this section for the purposes of this
part.

*“(b) MEMBERSHIP.—

(1) INITIAL MEMBERSHIP.—Of the six mem-
bers of the Enterprise for the Americas
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Board appointed by the President under sec-
tion 610(b)(1)(A) of the Agricultural Trade
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (7
U.S.C. 1738i(b)(1)(A)), at least one shall be a
representative of the Department of State,
at least one shall be a representative of the
Department of the Treasury, and at least one
shall be a representative of the Inter-Amer-
ican Foundation.

‘“(2) ADDITIONAL MEMBERSHIP.—The Enter-
prise for the Americas Board shall be com-
posed of an additional four members ap-
pointed by the President as follows:

““(A) Two representatives from the United
States Government, including a representa-
tive of the National Oceanographic and At-
mospheric Administration (NOAA) and a rep-
resentative of the United States Geological
Survey (USGS).

‘(B) Two representatives from private non-
governmental environmental, scientific, for-
estry, or academic organizations with experi-
ence and expertise in preservation, mainte-
nance, sustainable uses, and restoration of
coral reefs and other coastal marine re-
sources.

‘“(c) DUTIES.—The duties described in this
subsection are as follows:

‘(1) Advise the Secretary of State on the
negotiations of Coral Reef and Other Coastal
Marine Resources Agreements.

‘(2) Ensure, in consultation with—

“(A) the government of the beneficiary
country;

‘“(B) nongovernmental organizations of the
beneficiary country;

‘(C) nongovernmental organizations of the
region (if appropriate);

‘(D) environmental, scientific, oceano-
graphic, and academic leaders of the bene-
ficiary country; and

‘“(E) environmental, scientific, oceano-
graphic, and academic leaders of the region
(as appropriate),
that a suitable administering body is identi-
fied for each Fund.

‘(3) Review the programs, operations, and
fiscal audits of each administering body.
“SEC. 911. CONSULTATIONS WITH THE CON-

GRESS.

““The President shall consult with the ap-
propriate congressional committees on a
periodic basis to review the operation of the
Facility under this part and the eligibility of
countries for benefits from the Facility
under this part.

“SEC. 912. ANNUAL REPORTS TO THE CONGRESS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than Decem-
ber 31 of each year, the President shall pre-
pare and transmit to the Congress an annual
report concerning the operation of the Facil-
ity for the prior fiscal year. Such report
shall include—

‘(1) a description of the activities under-
taken by the Facility during the previous
fiscal year;

‘(2) a description of any Agreement en-
tered into under this part;

‘“(3) a report on any Funds that have been
established under this part and on the oper-
ations of such Funds; and

‘“(4) a description of any grants that have
been provided by administering bodies pursu-
ant to Agreements under this part.

‘“(b) SUPPLEMENTAL VIEWS IN ANNUAL RE-
PORT.—Not later than December 15 of each
year, each member of the Board shall be en-
titled to receive a copy of the report required
under subsection (a). Each member of the
Board may prepare and submit supplemental
views to the President on the implementa-
tion of this part by December 31 for inclusion
in the annual report when it is transmitted
to Congress pursuant to this section.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. HYDE) and the gentleman
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from California (Mr. LANTOS) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. HYDE).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am pleased that the House is con-
sidering H.R. 2272, the Coral Reef and
Coastal Marine Conservation Act of
2001, a bill introduced by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK) and co-
sponsored by the distinguished chair-
man emeritus of the Committee on
International Relations, the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN); the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH),
the vice chairman, and the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA).

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2272 authorizes $10
million for each of the fiscal years 2002
through 2005 to build upon the environ-
mental and conservation programs of
the Enterprise for the Americas Initia-
tive and the Tropical Forest Conserva-
tion Act that was recently marked up
by the Committee on International Re-
lations, passed by Congress, and en-
acted into law by the President.

In simple terms, Madam Speaker, the
Coral Reef and Coastal Marine Con-
servation Act helps to protect the
world’s dwindling coral reefs through
debt-for-nature swaps, debt buy-backs,
or debt restructuring instruments.

O 1500

This successful program, which is
modeled on former President Bush’s in-
novative Enterprise for the Americas
initiative, is another creative example
of how we can address developing coun-
try debt while helping to protect our
planet’s environment.

Madam Speaker, this bill gives the
President the authority to reduce cer-
tain forms of debt owed to the United
States in exchange for the deposit by
eligible developing countries of local
currencies in a coral reef facility to
preserve, restore, and maintain coral
reefs throughout the developing world.

These funds are used by qualified
non-governmental organizations work-
ing to preserve the world’s most endan-
gered coral reefs.

This program is overseen by a board
of directors in the United States that
is comprised of U.S. public and private
officials; and the board, in turn, annu-
ally reports to Congress on the
progress made to implement the pro-
gram’s objectives.

I am pleased that key U.S. Govern-
ment agencies, including the State and
Treasury Departments, as well as the
Inter-American Foundation, are mem-
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bers of the Enterprise for America’s
board and charged with the oversight
of these programs.

In closing, I wish to commend the
distinguished gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. Kirk) for his leadership, vision,
and dedication in promoting and ex-
panding conservation efforts in the de-
veloping world. I urge all my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2272.

I congratulate and appreciate the op-
portunity to work with the gentleman
from California (Mr. LANTOS) on this
bill, as well as all bills.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 2272. First, I would like to
commend our colleague, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), for intro-
ducing this important piece of legisla-
tion; our colleague, the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) for his leadership on
this issue; and the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Chairman HYDE) for moving the
bill so expeditiously through the legis-
lative process.

Madam Speaker, H.R. 2272 will help
provide vital protection to wvaluable
coral reefs and coastal marine re-
sources around the globe. The bill pro-
vides significant funding for the ad-
ministration to pursue actively debt
swaps, buy-backs, and reduction and
restructuring with developing nations
in return for concrete efforts to protect
coral reefs and sensitive coastal ma-
rine environments.

Coral reefs and coastal marine envi-
ronments provide a host of significant
benefits to mankind. They harbor a
major share of the world’s marine bio-
logical diversity, and act as vital nurs-
eries and seeding grounds for many
sensitive deep sea species. They also
provide the foundation for critical eco-
nomic, social, and cultural activities of
almost immeasurable value.

Coral reefs are extremely sensitive
marine treasures. The shocking reports
of massive coral bleaching that has oc-
curred around the globe in recent years
should serve as a wake-up call for all of
us. Urgent action is needed to help
mitigate the contributions that human
activities are making to this problem.

Our bill provides just the kind of in-
telligent, targeted, and mutually bene-
ficial assistance that is required; and I
urge all of our colleagues to support
H.R. 2272.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
learned gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK).

Mr. KIRK. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me;
and I also thank our ranking Democrat
member, leader, and original cosponsor
of this legislation, the gentleman from
California (Mr. LANTOS); the gentleman
from New York (Mr. GILMAN); and the
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gentleman from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA) for helping out on this
crucial piece of legislation.

I also want to thank one of the intel-
lectual authors of this legislation, the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN),
for his leadership on the debt-for-na-
ture swap initiative.

The Coral Reef and Coastal Marine
Conservation Act of 2001 will credit
qualified developing nations for each
dollar spent on a comprehensive reef
preservation or management program
designed to protect these unique eco-
systems from degradation. This bill
builds on the model of the Tropical
Forest Conservation Act, expanding it
to include coral reefs.

Madam Speaker, it is said that coral
reefs are the rainforests of the ocean.
Although they occupy less than one-
quarter of 1 percent of the marine envi-
ronment, coral reefs are home to more
than one-quarter of all known marine
fish species.

Coral reefs are among the most bio-
logically rich ecosystems on Earth.
About 4,000 species of fish and 800 spe-
cies of reef-building corals have al-
ready been identified. However, sci-
entists have barely begun to catalogue
the total number of species found with-
in these habitats. Their scientific value
cannot be underestimated. Yet, they
are disappearing at an alarming rate.

According to a 1998 study conducted
by the United Nations and various
international environmental organiza-
tions, 58 percent of the world’s reefs
are potentially threatened by human
activity. These activities include
coastal development, overfishing, ma-
rine pollution, and runoff from inland
deforestation and farming.

More than one-quarter of the world’s
reefs are at risk. Predictions made in
1992 were that 10 to 20 years from now,
another 30 percent of the world’s coral
reefs could be effectively destroyed,
adding to the 10 percent that already
were destroyed.

While these numbers sound alarmist,
figures today show that they are con-
servative. Most Caribbean and South
Pacific mangroves have disappeared,
while India, Southeast Asia, and West
Africa have each lost about one-half of
their mangroves.

Almost a half a billion people, 8 per-
cent of the world’s population, live
within 100 kilometers of a coral reef. A
decline in the health of coral reefs has
implications for the lives of millions of
people who depend upon them.

The burden of foreign debt falls espe-
cially hard on the smallest nations,
such as island nations in the Caribbean
and Pacific. With few natural re-
sources, these nations often resort to
harvesting or otherwise exploiting
coral reefs and other marine habitats
to earn hard currency to service for-
eign debt. At least 40 countries lack
any marine protected areas for their
coral reef systems.

This legislation will make available
resources for environmental steward-
ship that would otherwise be the low-
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est priority in a developing country. It
will reduce debt by investing locally in
programs that will strengthen indige-
nous economies by creating long-term
management policies that will preserve
the natural resources upon which local
commerce is based.

The Tropical Forest Conservation
Act has set a path for debt-for-nature
swaps, and the United States has an
important role to play in assisting in
the protection of the world’s natural
resources. This bill extends the support
from forests to the oceans, and critical
countries like Jamaica, Belize, Domin-
ican Republic, the Philippines, and
Thailand could benefit from this legis-
lation.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
the legislation and take an important
step to helping preserve one of the
world’s largest, most precious, and
most threatened resources.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to my good
friend and colleague, the gentleman
from American Samoa (Mr.
FALEOMAVAEGA), one of the leaders in
this field of legislation.

(Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Madam
Speaker, I rise in strong support of this
bipartisan bill, which enhances inter-
national efforts to protect «critical
coral reef habitats, and commend the
author, my good friend, the gentleman
from Illinois, and also the gentleman
from Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN), for intro-
ducing this piece of legislation.

I say this especially because one does
not have to come from an island to
have a sense of appreciation what coral
reefs are all about. I know there are a
lot of reefs in Illinois and Ohio. But
certainly, I want to really commend
not only our chairman of the Com-
mittee on International Relations, but
also our ranking senior Democratic
member, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LANTOS), for their leader-
ship in bringing this measure to the
floor. Indeed, I am honored to be an
original cosponsor of this legislation.

Madam Speaker, coral reefs and the
marine life they support are the
world’s most biologically diverse ma-
rine ecosystems. Yet, it is only re-
cently we have begun to appreciate
how important coral reefs are to local,
regional, and national interests, espe-
cially the economies of several coun-
tries.

For example, coral reefs provide fish-
eries for food and raw materials for
new medicines and pharmaceuticals.
Tourism and recreation flourish along
coral reef tracts and provide jobs and
real income for coastal residents. They
also provide effective shore protection,
shielding coastal communities and har-
bors from violent storms and erosion.

Yet, because corals depend on light
and require clear water for growth,
they are remarkably fragile. Recent
evidence indicates that coral reefs are
deteriorating worldwide, and many are
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highly at risk. Symptoms include the
loss of coral diversity, an increased
abundance of algae, an increased fre-
quency in outbreaks of coral bleaching
and other diseases, such as black band
disease.

Scientists and managers still lack
critical information about the causes,
but evidence suggests that a variety of
human forces, including shoreline de-
velopment, increased sediments and
pollutants in the water, ship
groundings, and overfishing, including
destructive fishing practices such as
the use of dynamite and cyanide, have
all contributed to the decline of
healthy coral reef ecosystems.

Madam Speaker, the destruction of
coral reefs is particularly profound in
developing nations in the tropics. Leg-
islation before us addresses this prob-
lem, and is specifically targeted to en-
courage coral reef resource protection
in these developing countries.

By authorizing the administration to
sell, reduce, or cancel loans owed by
these nations to the United States in
an amount equivalent to what these
countries spend on coral conservation
programs, we promote the economic
growth while significantly enhancing
international efforts to protect and re-
store coral reefs and coastal marine re-
sources.

Madam Speaker, this is a very worth-
while initiative and piece of legisla-
tion. I again commend my good friend,
the gentleman from Illinois, for his au-
thorship of this bill; and I strongly
urge my colleagues to support this
piece of legislation.

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 4 minutes to my good
friend, the gentleman from Oregon (Mr.
BLUMENAUER), an indefatigable guard-
ian of the environment.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding
time to me. I appreciate his courtesy
and leadership, as with our chair of the
full committee, and my colleague, the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK).

Madam Speaker, I think it is impor-
tant that we take a step back and look
at this legislation today because as we
have heard, there is a crying need for
this type of protection.

Coral reefs are indeed among the
most diverse and productive commu-
nities on our world. They are home to
nearly a quarter of all marine plants
and animals.

We have heard a lot of numbers here
on the floor today, but there are nearly
1 million species of fish, crab, eel,
sponges, worms, grasses, all of these
organisms that live on the reefs or de-
pend directly on them.

We find that the coral provides a nat-
ural filtration system for seawater. It,
as we have heard, protects coastal
landscapes, maintaining coastal qual-
ity of water. There are millions of peo-
ple on the coastal areas who receive
important protections from storms,
wave damage, and erosion, to say noth-
ing of economic opportunities dealing
with fishing and tourism.



October 16, 2001

Madam Speaker, we have heard each
speaker use slightly different statistics
to talk about the alarming rate of de-
struction. Sadly, all of the information
we have received is true. There may be
different statistics, but they are all
bad. We have more than 10 percent of
the inventory of coral reefs already de-
stroyed; and if we take the big view,
because what we are doing today in the
United States and around the world, we
are taking steps that are going to have
a profound impact over the next gen-
eration, and 70 percent of the coral
reefs at risk could be gone in the next
40 years.

Madam Speaker, the legislation be-
fore us is an important extension of the
protections that we have had for the
rain forests. It will provide the admin-
istration to be able to actively pursue
debt swaps and buy-backs. It is going
to help give those developing countries
the tools that they need and would oth-
erwise not be available.

But we on this floor ought to be clear
that this is just the beginning, because
we are in a situation now where we are
in the United States only investing $1
in oceanographic research for every $13
that we put in outer space, when the
world’s fishery industry are now cost-
ing $1.33 to harvest each $1 of fish, pro-
ducing dramatic overharvest, and we
are going to have to step up and put se-
rious money on the table, negotiate se-
rious trade agreements, to provide for
the protection of these important re-
sources.

Madam Speaker, I think this legisla-
tion is important. It is a step in the
right direction. It is relatively pain-
less. But I do hope we in this Congress
will be willing to do our part, because
the stakes are high. We are going to
have to do more, and we are going to
have to do it soon.

O 1515

Mr. LANTOS. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Before yielding back our time, I just
would like to make an observation. It
speaks to the strength of this body and
this Nation that in the midst of a war
we take time to pass important envi-
ronmental legislation, as we are about
to do; that we have taken time to rec-
ognize the historic continuity of the
friendship between two democracies,
Australia and the United States; and
that we have had the creativity and
courage to move with respect to Paki-
stan as it aligned itself with the United
States in the fight against terrorism.

This is a fine day for Congress and
for the American people, and it is a
message to our enemies that we shall
prevail.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of our time.

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, I should
very much like to associate myself
with the trenchant remarks of the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. LANTOS).

Madam Speaker, having no more
speakers, I yield back the balance of
our time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. HYDE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2272, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. HYDE. Madam Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

———

INTERNET TAX
NONDISCRIMINATION ACT

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 1552) to extend
the moratorium enacted by the Inter-
net Tax Freedom Act through 2006, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1552

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Internet Tax

Nondiscrimination Act’.

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF INTERNET TAX FREEDOM
ACT MORATORIUM.

Section 1101(a) of the Internet Tax Free-
dom Act (47 U.S.C. 151 note) is amended by
striking ‘3 years after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act’” and inserting ‘‘on Novem-
ber 1, 2003".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. DELAHUNT) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on H.R. 15652, the bill under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 1552, the Internet Tax Non-
discrimination Act. Over the last sev-
eral years, the Internet has revolution-
ized commerce in a manner few could
have imagined. The Internet has ex-
panded consumer choices, enhanced
competition and enabled individuals,
as well as brick and mortar retailers,
to avail themselves of a national mar-
ketplace once reserved to a privileged
few.
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While government deserves some
credit for helping create the techno-
logical infrastructure of the new dig-
ital economy, government regulation
and taxation threaten to impede its
tremendous commercial potential.

In 1998, Congress passed the Internet
Tax Freedom Act to facilitate the com-
mercial development of the Internet.
Contrary to widely held impressions,
the Internet Tax Freedom Act does not
specifically exempt Internet retailers
from collecting and remitting all sales
taxes. Rather, it prohibits States from
imposing multiple and discriminatory
taxes on electronic commerce and
shields consumers from new Internet
access taxes. These limited protections
will expire on October 21, less than a
week from today.

Introduced by the gentleman from
California (Mr. CoxX), who also authored
the Internet Tax Freedom Act, H.R.
1552 extends the ban on new Internet
access taxes and on all multiple and
discriminatory taxes on electronic
commerce. The Subcommittee on Com-
mercial and Administrative Law has
conducted a number of Internet tax
hearings this Congress, and I commend
the subcommittee chairman, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BARR), for
his thorough and balanced consider-
ation of this issue.

The version of H.R. 1552 reported by
the Committee on the Judiciary pre-
serves the protections contained in the
Internet Tax Freedom Act until No-
vember 1, 2003. Renewal of these provi-
sions for 2 years represents a com-
promise approach that simply main-
tains the existing moratorium on
Internet taxes. A 2-year renewal also
provides the best legislative vehicle for
getting an Internet tax extension bill
to the President before its imminent
expiration.

If HR. 15652 is not passed, Internet
commerce will be subject to State and
local taxes in more than 7,500 taxing
jurisdictions. As Chief Justice John
Marshall recognized over 200 years ago,
the ‘“‘power to tax involves the power
to destroy.” Failure to extend the mor-
atorium may result in the imposition
of a complex web of taxes that would
destroy the viability of this critical
medium at a time the technology in-
dustry and broader economy can least
afford it.

Recent events have only underlined
the fragility of the technology sector.
Information technology companies
have been buffeted by falling stock
prices and signs of a deepening eco-
nomic downturn. The last thing these
companies need is more uncertainty,
and passage of H.R. 15562 will provide a
measure of stability during this turbu-
lent period.

Last year, the House overwhelmingly
passed an extension of the Internet tax
moratorium by a vote of 352 to 75, but
this measure did not receive a vote
from the other body. This year there is
no time to delay, and I urge support of
the bill.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. DELAHUNT. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, the bill we are con-
sidering today is clearly a substantial
improvement over the original pro-
posal considered last week by the
House Committee on the Judiciary.
That bill would have proposed a perma-
nent moratorium on Internet access
fees and a 5-year moratorium on so-
called multiple and discriminatory
taxes on the Internet.

During the course of our proceedings,
an amendment, which I cosponsored
along with the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. BACHUS) and the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. WATT), the
ranking member of the subcommittee,
did prevail in committee and reduced
the duration of the moratorium to 2
years in both cases.

My own preference would have been
to continue the moratorium only to
June 30 of 2002 as proposed in recent
legislation filed by Senators DORGAN,
BREAUX, and HUTCHISON of Texas to
hopefully solve the real problem.

It is important to note, Madam
Speaker, that much of the discussion of
this issue has been misleading. Some
have suggested that those in favor of a
moratorium of short duration somehow
support taxing the Internet.

Well, let us be clear once and for all.
I am not aware of any Member of this
body on either side of the aisle who fa-
vors or supports a tax or a fee on ac-
cessing the Internet to sell or purchase
anything. To my knowledge, that posi-
tion is shared by the governors and
State legislatures of all 50 States. Gov-
ernors in State legislatures do not
want to tax the Internet. Let me say
that again, Madam Speaker. They do
not want to tax the Internet. They sim-
ply want to collect the sales taxes that
they have been collecting for years.
Taxes for which they rely upon for
nearly 50 percent of their revenues.

But they cannot do that any more,
Madam Speaker, because of the United
States Supreme Court decision which
prohibited a State from collecting
sales taxes from out-of-State busi-
nesses which do not have a physical
presence in that State. However, the
Supreme Court said that Congress
could authorize the State under the
commerce clause to collect those
taxes, but we have not done so. And the
results of our failure have been dev-
astating.

Let me give some examples. Uncol-
lected sales taxes on Internet pur-
chases are projected to cost the States
nearly $15 billion in anticipated sales
tax revenues this year, this year alone.
Unless there is a system in place that
enables State and local governments to
collect taxes on their sales to in-state
residents, these annual losses from on-
line sales will grow to $45 billion by
2006 and $55 billion by 2011 with total
losses during the 10-year period coming
to approximately $440 billion.

What does this mean for the indi-
vidual States? To take just a few exam-
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ples, my home State of Massachusetts
will lose $200 million this year, with
losses climbing to approximately $830
million by 2011. Florida, which relies
on the sales tax for some 57 percent of
its annual revenues, will lose some $930
million this year with its losses 5 years
from now exceeding some $3 billion.
Texas will lose over $1 billion this year
and a staggering $4 billion in the year
2006. These losses are magnifying the
fiscal problems the States are already
experiencing because of the economic
slow down.

In March, The Washington Post re-
ported that the States’ fiscal outlooks
having been hammered by a combina-
tion of spiralling Medicaid costs and
the forecast of lower State revenues
from all sources, including personal in-
come, corporate and sales taxes. One
can only imagine what the con-
sequences of the events of September 11
will mean to State balance sheets. But
I did notice where the Governor in
Michigan, Governor Engler was quoted
just last week saying, and again these
are his words, ‘“‘Our economies were
weak beforehand, and now they are
quite shaky.” End of quote.

Well, what does this really mean to
the States? They will either have to
curtail basic services such as police,
fire protection, and education or raise
income taxes, raise property taxes,
raise corporate taxes or find some
other revenue source to meet their ob-
ligations.

I find it fascinating that there seems
to be strong bipartisan agreement on a
$2.50 increase per ticket to finance air-
port and airway safety. By the way,
that new tax will be collected whether
the ticket 1is purchased over the
counter, or over the Internet. But
there is no such consensus to help the
States fund resources critical for po-
lice, fire, emergency medical respond-
ers, and the public health care facili-
ties that were and will be the first re-
sponders if there should be, God forbid,
another terrorist attack on this coun-
try.

How ironic. And that is not all. By
failing to act, we are putting at risk
the thousands of small businesses that
sustain our economy. Those main
street merchants in our neighborhoods
and communities who make up the
local Chambers of Commerce who con-
tribute so much to our community.
How can they compete where there is
no sales tax parity?

We should not continue to stand by
while remote sellers enjoy an unfair
advantage over the so-called brick and
mortar retailers. One can just imagine
deserted shopping malls and empty
store fronts in the downtowns of Amer-
ican communities. Well, the digital di-
vide should not be extended to Amer-
ican businesses and those who patron-
ize them. If we do not meet our respon-
sibilities, we will be creating two class-
es of American businesses and two
classes of American consumers and no
level playing field for either.

As Governor Engler of Michigan said,
“It is time to close ranks, come to-
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gether, and stand up for main street
America because fairness requires that
remote sellers collect and pay the same
taxes that our friends and neighbors on
main street have to collect and pay.”

0 1530

Former Senator Slade Gorton of
Washington was right when several
years ago he said, and again I am
quoting the Senator, “We kicked this
down the road in 1998 when we should
have debated it and resolved things.
What we don’t need is another exten-
sion. We should come back next year
before the current moratorium expires
and deal with these issues.”

So I say, Madam Speaker, it is time
that we respect the States and the con-
cept of Federalism that used to be in
vogue in this body some time ago but
seems to have fallen out of fashion, un-
fortunately. Despite our failure to as-
sist them in their efforts, the States
have met their end of the bargain. By
their own initiative, they have formed
the 30-State Streamlined Sales Tax
Project. Twenty States have adopted
model legislation that authorizes them
to create a uniform simplified sales-
and-use tax system, and a majority of
the States will likely be on board with-
in the year. They understand that the
longer the issue is unresolved, the
more serious the economic situation
will become. Small businesses will be
filing for bankruptcy and State and
local governments will confront a se-
vere fiscal crisis.

It is time for us to meet our responsi-
bility. It is time for us to enact legisla-
tion giving the States the authority to
implement the streamlined and sim-
plified system, which would enable re-
mote sellers to collect and remit sales
taxes without burdening the Internet
or interstate commerce. I genuinely
believe that the stakeholders, finally,
on all sides of the issue are ready to
move forward to develop this system;
and it is up to us to see it happens be-
fore this extension expires. So, for now,
I urge support for the bill.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. CoX), the
author of the bill.

Mr. COX. Madam Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time and for the good work of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary in bringing
this bill to the floor just in the nick of
time; and I thank my colleague, the
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT), for his support in the mi-
nority.

It is vital, with only a few days re-
maining before the expiration of the 3-
year-old moratorium on special mul-
tiple and discriminatory taxes on the
Internet, that we extend it; that we not
let a lapse occur. Because, honestly,
my colleagues, if we do that, all hell
may break loose. And people may then
ask us, when they are not focused on
other issues, where we were and how we
let this happen.
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Back in 1996, when Senator RON
WYDEN and I first began drafting the
Internet Tax Freedom Act, which is
now the law on the books that we are
seeking to extend, our interest was to
ensure that the Internet, which is not
just a national but a global medium,
not fall victim to the tyranny of the
parochial.

My colleague, the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT), is ex-
actly right when he says the Governors
and the State legislatures are not out
to tax the Internet. But we should not
kid ourselves, many, many, many spe-
cial tax districts, utility commissions,
regulatory agencies, and excise bu-
reaus, 30,000 of them, are lying in wait
ready to pounce.

The Internet’s global nature, its de-
centralized packet-switched architec-
ture makes it inherently vulnerable to
multiple taxation and special and dis-
criminatory taxation. Even the United
Nations sought, before we passed this
legislation, to impose a bit tax, that is
a tax specifically aimed only at elec-
tronic commerce, that would tax our e-
mail, the transfer of any file. The more
zeros and ones, the more bits, the high-
er the tax. This law, which is on the
books and which we are seeking to ex-
tend, outlawed all of that, certainly at
least in America; but it also encour-
aged the executive branch to show
leadership on the national and inter-
national stage to make sure we do not
have these exactions on the Internet
from abroad. The Clinton and Bush ad-
ministrations have both been superb in
execution of that congressional in-
struction.

Before this law was passed 3 years
ago, here is what was about to happen,
and here is what will happen beginning
Sunday night if we do not act: Tacoma,
Washington, had required Internet
service providers to pay a 6 percent
gross receipts tax, even for national
Internet service providers without any
employees in Tacoma. Tacoma’s law
also required everyone, even foreign,
non-U.S. sellers who sold a product
over the Internet to a Tacoma resident,
to pay a $72 annual business fee in that
city.

Vermont and Texas were moving for-
ward to impose more onerous tax obli-
gations on merchants who take orders
via the Internet than the same mer-
chants who took orders via the tele-
phone.

Alabama had classified Internet serv-
ice as a public utility. The Internet
service was going to be a public utility.
ISPs were going to have pay the same
gross receipts tax as Bell South and
local water utilities.

Florida had imposed a 7 percent tax
on the sale of Internet access; but not
only access, an additional 2% percent
tax on the gross receipts from any
business on the Internet. It was also al-
lowing cities to impose additional tele-
phone fees on Internet access service,
even though telecommunications are
the highest taxed legal commodity in
the country.
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Tennessee began to tax Internet ac-
cess as an intrastate telecommuni-
cations service.

Connecticut began taxing Internet
access as a data processing service.

Out my way, in Southern California,
the city of San Bernardino began tax-
ing Internet access as a teletypewriter
exchange service, a great example of a
law and regulatory authority on the
books from way before the birth of the
Internet that was now being inter-
preted not by Governors and State leg-
islators, but by bureaucrats and regu-
lators to impose taxes on the Internet.

Chicago began to tax Internet access
as a lease of tangible personal prop-
erty.

In Texas, the State comptroller who
testified before my committee had, at
the time of enactment of this law,
dropped his plan to tax Internet access
as a telecom service, but was moving
forward to tax it as an information
service.

The Internet Tax Freedom Act
stopped all of this activity in its
tracks, and the results have been es-
sentially positive. The truth is that
our whole economy is slowing down
right now, and not the least of all the
tech sector. So it is vitally important,
as we seek to put the Nation’s economy
back on its feet, that we not backslide
on this wise policy that we adopted 3
years ago.

H.R. 1552 is endorsed by a number of
taxpayer advocates, a number of sound
economy groups, Americans For Tax
Reform, the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, Business Roundtable, the Infor-
mation Technology Association, Soft-
ware and Information Industry Asso-
ciation, Information Technology Indus-
try Council, American Electronics As-
sociation, and so on. But it is also en-
dorsed by the National Conference of
State Legislatures and the National
Association of Counties, because this is
not a threat to local government.

I urge my colleagues’ vote in support
of this legislation.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Madam Speaker,
may I inquire as to the time remain-
ing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
BIGGERT). The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. DELAHUNT) has 8% min-
utes remaining, and the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER)
has 11%2 minutes remaining.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Madam Speaker, 1
yield such time as he may consume to
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
ISTOOK).

Mr. ISTOOK. Madam Speaker, the
sky is not falling. On October 21 we are
not going to be hit by a great rush of
jurisdictions saying now we are going
to impose taxes on the Internet. We are
not under an emergency circumstance
on that. We have many emergencies in
this country; trying to stop some
unnamed jurisdictions from adopting a
sudden tax is not an emergency.

However, dealing with the overall
issue of drawing the ground rules for
how the Internet is treated in compari-
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son with other legitimate businesses is
very important. That is why it is im-
portant that Congress not take an atti-
tude of saying we are going to stick
our head in the sand for any period of
time, 5 years, 2 years, any amount of
time.

I oppose any sort of effort to single
out the Internet or Internet merchants
for taxation, to say we are going to
have multiple taxes because a business
does business through the Internet or
discriminatory taxes because they do
that. I also oppose singling out mer-
chants that do not deal through the
Internet; to say that they are going to
be paying taxes that others that sell to
those same customers are not required
to pay or to collect.

We need a fair tax system when it
comes to the Internet. We need a fair
tax system when it comes to mer-
chants that are not using the Internet.
That is my concern, that we will hide
our head in the sand rather than ad-
dressing the tough issues. That is why
I am pleased that we are not talking
about a b-year moratorium anymore.
We are talking about a bill that is now
on the floor that has been reduced
down to 2 years; and frankly, it is very
possible that the Senate will decide
that even 2 years is too much. How-
ever, we need to keep things alive by
moving the legislation; and I support
that, so that we have an opportunity to
grapple with the tough issues that
some people do not want to grapple
with.

Now, what are those tough issues?
Well, first, let me mention the Na-
tional Governors’ Association, which
keeps up with what is going on in their
States and all their jurisdictions with-
in their States. They tell us there is
nobody about to jump in and do this, to
create new tax systems. Whatever may
have been the situation 5 years ago is
not the circumstance today. Most
State legislatures are not even in ses-
sion, and there is certainly a lot of lead
time with any jurisdiction that might
jump up and say, oh, we want to create
an Internet tax mechanism.

The National Governors’ Association
has asked us not to take up any mora-
torium unless we deal with the under-
lying issue of what the bill does not
say but what it does, which is to try to
chill efforts to have a fair, uniform sys-
tem regarding sales tax that is fair and
nondiscriminatory and simplified and
uniform for merchants doing business
in whatever way. That is what the
States are doing.

I am pleased that a year ago, when
we had a 5-year extension on this floor,
two-thirds of this body, two-thirds, ac-
tually more than two-thirds of the
House of Representatives, put in guide-
lines that said we want the States to
work together, we want them to make
a compact that says we will have a uni-
form standard, a multi-State compact
that avoids multiple taxation, that
simplifies the complicated sales tax
systems that have different definitions
in different States, so that we will not
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be discriminating across State lines or
within State lines. That effort is un-
derway.

As has been pointed out by other
speakers, there are over 30 States in-
volved in the effort, and more expected
to join in. And we expect them to have
some results to bring back to us before
the 2 years is up, and that is where
Congress needs to address the issue and
not avoid the issues.

Madam Speaker, I think it is impor-
tant that we remember that the Con-
gress is not a body of unlimited juris-
diction. The Constitution specifies
where we have authority that relates
to interstate commerce and also where
the States have authority; that the
power not expressly given to the Con-
gress nor denied to it reside with the
States and the citizens thereof. If all
power to determine the level of State
and local taxes resides in Washington,
D.C., we remove it from the people in
the States. And if we starve out the
premier tax base that supports schools,
highways, public safety, public health,
the sales tax base of the States; if we
either by action or inaction destroy
the States’ tax base, we have destroyed
the power and the authority of the
States, we have destroyed the Federal
system, we have shifted power away
from the States, away from the com-
munities, away from local citizens,
away from our neighborhoods; and we
will have moved it to Washington, D.C.
We do not want that.

That is why we need to address all
the issues, not single out one or two
that looks good in a headline so that
we can say, ‘I voted against taxes,”
but also the issues where we say, ‘I
voted for fairness, I voted to let people
back home to continue making their
decisions, that long belong to them,”
rather than usurping them.

Madam Speaker, it is important that
we allow the Senate to address this
issue, because they have not before;
and moving this legislation will help
get the Senate involved in the process.
But I hope the ultimate result is going
to be that we in the Congress support a
uniform streamlined system that is
just as fair to the merchants in our
communities as it is to the merchants
that bring their wares into our homes
and businesses through the Internet.
That is fair and equal, a level playing
field, as we often say, between mer-
chants of all types, which says that no
one gets an advantage or a disadvan-
tage because they use the Internet or
because they set up a store on the cor-
ner.

0 1545

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE).

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Speaker, 1
rise today in support of H.R. 1552, the
Internet Tax Nondiscrimination Act,
and I commend the gentleman from
California (Mr. CoX) for championing
this legislation to keep the Internet
free from unfair and burdensome tax-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

ation. I also commend the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER)
and the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
BARR) for advancing this important
legislation through the Committee on
the Judiciary.

The Internet Tax Fairness Act of 1998
created a moratorium on Internet ac-
cess taxes and multiple and discrimina-
tory taxes. As a result of this morato-
rium, the Internet has remained rel-
atively free from the burdens of new
taxes. However, the moratorium is set
to expire in 5 days, subjecting the
Internet to possible taxation from
more than 7,600 taxing jurisdictions. If
the moratorium is permitted to expire,
it will send a signal to each of these
taxing jurisdictions that the Internet
is fair game for unfair and discrimina-
tory taxation. This is a serious threat
to our efforts to ensure that the Inter-
net continues to expand and grow.

Congress created the Advisory Com-
mission on Electronic Commerce in
1998 to study Internet taxation and
submit a report of its findings to Con-
gress. In its report, the Commission
recommended that the Internet tax
moratorium be extended. Following the
advice of the Commission, the Internet
Tax Nondiscrimination Act will extend
the current moratorium for 2 years,
protecting millions of Internet users
from unfair and discriminatory taxes,
and from taxes on their monthly Inter-
net access charges.

These types of taxes are some of the
most regressive. If we increase the cost
of accessing the Internet by charging
an access tax, those that will be hit the
hardest will be those in the lowest in-
come brackets, which will widen the
digital divide. An increase in the cost
of Internet access is a serious impedi-
ment to those individuals having ac-
cess to the benefits of the Internet,
such as on-line education, commerce
and communication.

In the words of President Reagan,
“The government’s view of the econ-
omy could be summed up in a few short
phrases: If it moves, tax it. If it keeps
moving, regulate it. If it stops moving,
subsidize it.”” That should not be the
model for growth of the Internet. It is
clear if the potential of the Internet is
to be fully realized, we must allow it to
continue to flourish by ensuring that
the qualities that made the Internet a
revolutionary tool for both business
and consumers, freedom from burden-
some government regulations and tax-
ation, remain fundamental components
of the Internet for future generations.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to continue to ensure that the
Internet remains free from restrictive
taxation by joining me in voting for
the Internet Tax Nondiscrimination
Act.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Madam Speaker, 1
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. WELLER).

Mr. WELLER. Madam Speaker, I
commend the chairman for his expe-
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dited handling of this legislation, and
particularly the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CoX) for his leadership on
this legislation year after year.

This week we have the opportunity
to cast two, maybe three votes which
are so important in this new economy
in support of technology. We will have
an opportunity later this week to vote
in favor of the Economic Security and
Recovery Act, legislation necessary to
help revitalize the technology sector.
Hopefully in the next week or two we
will have an opportunity to vote for
the trade promotion authority the
President has asked for, and today we
will vote to keep the Internet tax free.

Madam Speaker, one of the lessons
that we have learned over the last dec-
ade, in talking to those involved in the
new economy and those involved in the
creativity of the technology sector, is
the question: Why has the technology
sector created one-third of all new jobs
in the last decade? Why are more than
half of American households on-line
today? The answer is simple, govern-
ment stayed out of the way. We had a
regulation free, tax free, trade barrier
free new economy to provide a tremen-
dous amount of opportunity, creating a
new technology sector.

This legislation is so important to
keep that kind of environment in
place. Let us keep the Internet tax
free, and vote to extend the Internet
tax moratorium for two more years.

Madam Speaker, | rise today in support of
H.R. 1552, The Internet Tax Nondiscrimination
Act.

It is vital that we extend the moratorium as
it is set to expire in five short days. Absent our
action today to renew the moratorium, the
floodgates will be open—and our nation’s
30,000 taxing jurisdictions could once again
try to lay claim to a piece of the Internet by
imposing special taxes on the Internet. While
| support extending the moratorium for 2 more
years | think that a more permanent solution
is needed. We need to assure Americans that
government will not place special burdens on
the new economy.

While the tax moratorium imposed by the
1998 law was only three years in duration, its
fundamental structure is ideally suited to be
extended far beyond this year. Instead of bar-
ring all Internet taxes, it only bans those taxes
that single out the Internet for special treat-
ment. Whatever disagreements there might be
on other aspects of the Internet tax debate—
such as the broader issue of sales taxes—
there is clear agreement that the Internet must
never be subject to special multiple or dis-
criminatory taxes.

In the past 10 years, the Internet has
changed the way the world does business. 17
million households shopped online in 2000.
Small businesses who use the Internet have
grown 46% faster than those that do not. The
Internet should be tax free and barrier free,
nor should electronic commerce be subject to
new, multiple targeted taxes.

Much consideration must be taken when-
ever you are considering changing the tax
rules not just for the nation’s economy but for
the global economy. We need to foster contin-
ued growth of the Internet and electronic com-
merce without imposing a burdensome and
confusing tax regulations.
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With time running out, it is critical that we
extend the Internet tax moratorium while con-
tinuing the effort to make the moratorium per-
manent.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, the current moratorium on Internet
taxation is soon set to expire. Someone
once said that the three greatest dis-
coveries of humankind are fire, the
wheel, and the integrated circuit. Each
of these discoveries ushered in a new
era of human development and ad-
vancement. And although the inte-
grated circuit is only 50 years old, it
has changed the world. The integrated
circuit and its offspring, the Internet,
have played dominant roles in trans-
forming our lives for the better.

Even though America has seen a dra-
matic increase in the number of homes
wired to the Internet, last month the
Department of Commerce released a re-
port showing that e-commerce actually
has decreased in the second quarter of
this year.

Internet commerce is still relatively
new and has yet to reach its full poten-
tial. The imposition of taxes would
threaten the future growth of e-com-
merce, would discourage companies
and consumers from using the Internet
to conduct business, and would create
regional and international barriers to
global trade.

On the other hand, of course, we do
need to recognize the legitimate con-
cerns of States that want to have the
option of taxing sales. But failure to
renew an extended moratorium will
tell the high-tech sector of our econ-
omy that it is open season for Internet
taxes and send a message to local and
State tax authorities that new, mul-
tiple, and discriminatory Internet
taxes may be imposed. We do not want
to do that.

Madam Speaker, it is vital that Con-
gress act quickly to ensure Americans
that government will not place addi-
tional burdens on the new, fragile econ-
omy.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, let me conclude by
saying I look forward to working with
the chairman of the committee, as well
as the gentleman from Texas, in deal-
ing with both issues here, keeping the
Internet tax free and at the same time
providing those options to the States
so they can meet their fundamental re-
sponsibilities.

As I indicated earlier, and I believe
the gentleman from Texas was present
in the Chamber at the time, we have a
real problem, his home State being one
in particular, where this year it is an-
ticipated that in excess of $1 billion
will be lost to that particular State in
terms of anticipated sales tax revenue.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, | rise in
support of H.R. 1552, “The Internet Tax Non-
discrimination Act” which extends the present
moratorium on Internet access taxes and mul-
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tiple and discriminatory taxes for two years,
from 2001 through 2003.

Maintaining the current system allows the
potential for significant financial loss for states
and localities. Sales taxes constitute the most
important State and local revenue source, with
the census bureau estimating that nearly one
half of State and local revenues come from
sales taxes. Projections of increasing online
sales indicate huge revenue losses for states
and local government. For example, my own
state of Michigan is estimated to lose $500
million in foregone sales taxes this year under
the present system.

This inevitably translates into the loss of im-
portant funding for quality education, effective
public safety, and other basic services. In
Michigan the lost revenue from foregone sales
taxes will cost my state the equivalent of
100,000 teachers or police officers this year.
Think of how much we could do to reduce
class sizes, build new schools, improve our
quality of education and protect our streets
with these funds.

A separate concern is the adverse impact of
the present bifurcated system on poor citizens
and minorities. According to a Commerce De-
partment study, wealthy individuals are 20
times more likely to have Internet access, and
Hispanics and African Americans are far less
likely to have such access. This means that
poor and minorities who only buy locally face
a far greater sales tax burden than their coun-
terparts. Maintaining the present system will
only serve to perpetuate that disparity.

Steps are being taken to simplify the sales
tax system, such as streamlining the rules and
regulations of the 7,500 taxing jurisdictions in
the U.S. Thus far, this streamlined tax system
has 32 states participating in the effort to sim-
plify tax rates and definition of taxable goods
and certifying software that will make it easier
for retailers and e-tailers. Nineteen states
have enacted simplification legislation and an-
other ten have introduced legislation for con-
sideration.

A two-year extension is a far more appro-
priate solution than a longer moratorium.
There is a real risk that extending the morato-
rium for longer than two years would unduly
delay this issue and create a situation where
the states have no incentive to reform their
laws. This would have the effect of codifying
into law the present state tax system which
would force states, who rely on sales tax rev-
enue, to either raise other taxes or cut basic
services.

A shorter extension would allow the States
to continue the very serious steps they have
already taken to reform and simplify their laws.
Then we could consider whether we should
approve any interstate process effectuating
these simplification efforts. If the States are
not making any progress by the end of such
a moratorium, it would be a simple matter to
extend the moratorium for an additional period
of time.

A long extended moratorium is opposed by
the National Governors Association—which
sent a letter signed by 44 Governors, including
22 Republican Governors, by organized labor
(through the AFL-CIO, NEA, AFT, and
AFSCME) and by business (through the Na-
tional Retail Federation, Wal-Mart, Sears,
Home Depot, and K—-Mart).

A two-year extension will give Congress the
opportunity to work together on a bipartisan
basis to solve the larger simplification prob-
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lems facing us. | urge a “yes” vote on this leg-
islation.

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Madam Speak-
er, | rise today as an original sponsor and en-
thusiastic supporter of H.R. 1552, the Internet
Tax Nondiscrimination Act. | continue to favor
the five-year extension originally contained in
this legislation and advocated by the Advisory
Commission on Electronic Commerce. Such
an extension would ensure predictability and
foster further innovation. | will support the two
year extension, however, because | believe it
is of paramount importance not to allow the
moratorium to expire. Despite the current
downturn in the economy, the Internet con-
tinues to flourish as the most unique and vi-
brant global communication and commercial
tool. Its important role in our society and econ-
omy continues to expand.

Yet an ever-present concern plagues many
of us who understand the need to foster the
Internet's continued growth: that government
interference in the electronic marketplace—
whether it be through regulation or tax pol-
icy—will create barriers that interfere with the
transformation of the Internet into the reposi-
tory of global communications and commerce
for the 21st century.

Three years ago, we recognized that state
and local taxation in electronic commerce
would require a thorough analysis before we
could formulate a balanced and restrained fed-
eral policy on the taxation of goods and serv-
ices sold over the Internet. While most of us
agree that regulation of the Internet would
hinder technological innovation and economic
growth, we also understand the legitimate
needs of state and local governments who use
sales tax revenue to fund services for their
citizens. Therefore, we enacted a 3-year mor-
atorium on Internet access taxes and multiple
and discriminatory taxes on goods and serv-
ices sold over the Internet. We also created
the Advisory Commission on Electronic Com-
merce to begin that process and identify all of
the integrated issues that arise in the context
of taxation and the Internet Economy. In its re-
port issued in April 2000, the Commission rec-
ommended, among other things, that the cur-
rent moratorium be extended at that time for
another 5 years.

| understand that some of my colleagues
believe the moratorium should not last as long
as 5 years and others believe that we have to
address this important issue in a comprehen-
sive manner. | wholeheartedly agree with the
latter concern—this issue needs to be re-
solved in a methodical and holistic manner.
But we need to implement a realistic time
frame that will allow us to resolve each and
every layer of the problems presented by tax-
ation in a digital world.

As | noted during House consideration of
this legislation last year, this problem cannot
be about politics. This is not a zero-sum equa-
tion, and it's important for the health of our
economy that we resolve this complicated
issue with deliberative evaluation. This is one
of the most important long-term economic pol-
icy decisions that our nation will make, and |
want to congratulate my colleagues, Chairman
SENSENBRENNER and Congressman Cox for
their steadfast leadership in ensuring that we
resolve this issue before the October 21st ex-
piration of the current moratorium. | urge all of
my colleagues to support H.R. 1552 and look
forward to continued efforts to address the
substantive issues in this debate.



H6808

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. | would like to
thank Judiciary Committee Chairman JAMES
SENSENBRENNER and Ranking Member JOHN
CoNYERS for working to pass this legislation
through the Committee and proceed to the
floor of the Congress for a vote.

The legislation before us today, H.R. 1552,
seeks to extend the current Internet tax mora-
torium, prohibiting states or political subdivi-
sions from imposing taxes on transaction con-
ducted over the Internet, through 2003.

Presently, ten states including Texas have
taxes on Internet access charges. These
states should be allowed to continue this prac-
tice. | supported this two-year extension in
Committee because it would not bar states
such as Texas from collecting these greatly
needed tax revenues. States would be allowed
to be “grandfathered in” under an exemption
from the moratorium.

Under current law, there is a limited morato-
rium on state and local Internet access taxes
as well as multiple and discriminatory taxes
imposed on Internet transactions, subject to a
grandfather on taxes of this nature imposed
prior to 1998. The current moratorium is
scheduled to expire on October 21, 2001, and
was merely designed as an interim device to
allow a commission to study the problem of
Internet taxation.

| elected to vote for this two-year morato-
riums as long as those states across our na-
tion which currently rely on these crucial rev-
enue streams are allowed to continue. This
legislation provides for such a compromise.

Without such a compromise, state and local
governments would lose a substantial amount
of sales tax revenue and telecommunication
tax revenue if we were to extend the morato-
rium on Internet taxation for five years as a
prior plan advocated. According to Forrester
Research, if e-commerce continues to ex-
plode, U.S. sales over the Internet will be al-
most $350 billion by 2002. If state and local
governments were prohibited from taxing this
segment of their tax base, financing important
state and local programs and services would
become increasingly difficult.

State and local governments use the sales
tax as a means to provide nearly one-quarter
of all the tax revenues used to fund vital pro-
grams and services to their communities. It is
estimated that State and local governments
are presently losing approximately $5 billion in
sales tax revenues as a result of their inability
to tax the majority of mail order Internet sales.
This simply is not fair.

According to the Center for Budget and Pol-
icy Priorities, state and local governments
could be losing additional $10 billion annually
by 2003 if Internet sales were to continue to
be exempt from sales tax imposition. Loss of
revenue of this magnitude would threaten the
strong fiscal position of many states if eco-
nomic conditions begin to deteriorate. The ad-
ditional loss of Internet transaction tax reve-
nues and the possibility of losing taxes on
telephone services due to its incorporation into
the Internet could accelerate depletion of
many state surpluses without increased taxes
in some other area or making significant re-
duction in expenditures.

This loss of revenue would also curtail the
ability of states and localities to meet the de-
mands for major improvements in education. A
permanent tax prohibition on Internet sales
would deprive state and local governments of
a great resource to fund desperately needed
improvements in their education systems.
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Furthermore, enacting the previously sug-
gested five-year moratorium on state Internet
taxation would tip the scales, benefiting those
with wealth and access to the Internet at the
expense of low- and moderate-income individ-
uals, particularly because those who usually
make purchases over the Internet are more af-
fluent than those who do not. Considering the
impact of the digital divide on our society,
many minorities and low-income people who
do not purchase goods via the cyber world
would pay a disproportionate share of state
and local sales taxes.

The majority of low-income households lack
the resources to purchase equipment to ac-
cess the Internet, train on its usage, or lack
the financial stability to have a credit card. In-
dividuals with access to a computer and the
Internet would avoid taxation on the purchase
of a good or service that would be taxed if a
person without this access purchased the
same good or service from their neighborhood
stores.

If we allow Internet transaction to be com-
pletely exempt from tax, state and local gov-
ernments may likely increase their sales tax
rates to make up for the shortfall in Internet
tax revenue. The consequences of this could
be devastating to low- and moderate-income
persons who do not benefit from the tax free
Internet environment. Moreover, those with ac-
cess to the Internet would be further deterred
from purchasing goods or services from retail
establishments, thus increasing the tax burden
of the less affluent.

The current moratorium on Internet taxation
is about to expire. | am confident that states
can adapt their sales tax systems to capture
revenue on Internet transactions. Our states
are making great strides to update their sys-
tems and equalize the tax burden for all seg-
ments of society.

The plan before us today balances the need
expressed by some Members of Congress
that a temporary moratorium is necessary,
with the importance of preserving and secur-
ing the revenue streams of states such as
Texas, which rely so heavily on Internet taxes
for education and our quality of life.

Mr. DELAHUNT. Madam Speaker, 1
vield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
1552, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘“A bill to extend the mora-
torium enacted by the Internet Tax
Freedom Act through November 1, 2003;
and for other purposes.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

CONSEQUENCES FOR JUVENILE
OFFENDERS ACT OF 2001

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 863) to provide
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grants to ensure increased account-

ability for juvenile offenders, as
amended.
The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 863

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Con-
sequences for Juvenile Offenders Act of
2001,

SEC. 2. GRANT PROGRAM.

Part R of title I of the Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C.
3796 et seq.) is amended to read as follows:

“PART R—JUVENILE ACCOUNTABILITY

BLOCK GRANTS
“SEC. 1801. PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General is
authorized to provide grants to States, for
use by States and units of local government,
and in certain cases directly to specially
qualified units.

“(b) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—Amounts
paid to a State or a unit of local government
under this part shall be used by the State or
unit of local government for the purpose of
strengthening the juvenile justice system,
which includes—

‘(1) developing, implementing, and admin-
istering graduated sanctions for juvenile of-
fenders;

‘“(2) building, expanding, renovating, or op-
erating temporary or permanent juvenile
correction, detention, or community correc-
tions facilities;

‘(3) hiring juvenile court judges, probation
officers, and court-appointed defenders and
special advocates, and funding pretrial serv-
ices (including mental health screening and
assessment) for juvenile offenders, to pro-
mote the effective and expeditious adminis-
tration of the juvenile justice system;

‘‘(4) hiring additional prosecutors, so that
more cases involving violent juvenile offend-
ers can be prosecuted and case backlogs re-
duced;

‘“(5) providing funding to enable prosecu-
tors to address drug, gang, and youth vio-
lence problems more effectively and for tech-
nology, equipment, and training to assist
prosecutors in identifying and expediting the
prosecution of violent juvenile offenders;

‘(6) establishing and maintaining training
programs for law enforcement and other
court personnel with respect to preventing
and controlling juvenile crime;

“(T) establishing juvenile gun courts for
the prosecution and adjudication of juvenile
firearms offenders;

‘“(8) establishing drug court programs for
juvenile offenders that provide continuing
judicial supervision over juvenile offenders
with substance abuse problems and the inte-
grated administration of other sanctions and
services for such offenders;

““(9) establishing and maintaining a system
of juvenile records designed to promote pub-
lic safety;

‘“(10) establishing and maintaining inter-
agency information-sharing programs that
enable the juvenile and criminal justice sys-
tems, schools, and social services agencies to
make more informed decisions regarding the
early identification, control, supervision,
and treatment of juveniles who repeatedly
commit serious delinquent or criminal acts;

‘(11) establishing and maintaining ac-
countability-based programs designed to re-
duce recidivism among juveniles who are re-
ferred by law enforcement personnel or agen-
cies;

‘“(12) establishing and maintaining pro-
grams to conduct risk and need assessments
of juvenile offenders that facilitate the effec-
tive early intervention and the provision of
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comprehensive services, including mental
health screening and treatment and sub-
stance abuse testing and treatment to such
offenders;

‘(13) establishing and maintaining ac-
countability-based programs that are de-
signed to enhance school safety;

‘“(14) establishing and maintaining restora-
tive justice programs;

‘‘(15) establishing and maintaining pro-
grams to enable juvenile courts and juvenile
probation officers to be more effective and
efficient in holding juvenile offenders ac-
countable and reducing recidivism; or

‘“(16) hiring detention and corrections per-
sonnel, and establishing and maintaining
training programs for such personnel to im-
prove facility practices and programming.

‘‘(c) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘restorative justice program’
means a program that emphasizes the moral
accountability of an offender toward the vic-
tim and the affected community, and may
include community reparations boards, res-
titution (in the form of monetary payment
or service to the victim or, where no victim
can be identified, service to the affected
community), and mediation between victim
and offender.

“SEC. 1802. GRANT ELIGIBILITY.

‘‘(a) STATE ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to
receive a grant under this section, a State
shall submit to the Attorney General an ap-
plication at such time, in such form, and
containing such assurances and information
as the Attorney General may require by
guidelines, including—

‘(1) information about—

‘““(A) the activities proposed to be carried
out with such grant; and

‘“(B) the criteria by which the State pro-
poses to assess the effectiveness of such ac-
tivities on achieving the purposes of this
part; and

‘‘(2) assurances that the State and any unit
of local government to which the State pro-
vides funding under section 1803(b), has in ef-
fect (or shall have in effect, not later than 1
year after the date that the State submits
such application) laws, or has implemented
(or shall implement, not later than 1 year
after the date that the State submits such
application) policies and programs, that pro-
vide for a system of graduated sanctions de-
scribed in subsection (c).

““(b) LOCAL ELIGIBILITY.—

‘(1) SUBGRANT ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible
to receive a subgrant, a unit of local govern-
ment, other than a specially qualified unit,
shall provide to the State—

““(A) information about—

‘(i) the activities proposed to be carried
out with such subgrant; and

‘(i) the criteria by which the unit pro-
poses to assess the effectiveness of such ac-
tivities on achieving the purposes of this
part; and

‘(B) such assurances as the State shall re-
quire, that, to the maximum extent applica-
ble, the unit of local government has in ef-
fect (or shall have in effect, not later than 1
year after the date that the unit submits
such application) laws, or has implemented
(or shall implement, not later than 1 year
after the date that the unit submits such ap-
plication) policies and programs, that pro-
vide for a system of graduated sanctions de-
scribed in subsection (c).

‘“(2) SPECIAL RULE.—The requirements of
paragraph (1) shall apply to a specially quali-
fied unit that receives funds from the Attor-
ney General under section 1803(e), except
that information that is otherwise required
to be submitted to the State shall be sub-
mitted to the Attorney General.

‘‘(c) GRADUATED SANCTIONS.—A system of
graduated sanctions, which may be discre-
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tionary as provided in subsection (d), shall
ensure, at a minimum, that—

‘(1) sanctions are imposed on a juvenile of-
fender for each delinquent offense;

‘“(2) sanctions escalate in intensity with
each subsequent, more serious delinquent of-
fense;

‘“(3) there is sufficient flexibility to allow
for individualized sanctions and services
suited to the individual juvenile offender;
and

‘“(4) appropriate consideration is given to
public safety and victims of crime.

¢‘(d) DISCRETIONARY USE OF SANCTIONS.—

‘(1) VOLUNTARY PARTICIPATION.—A State or
unit of local government may be eligible to
receive a grant under this part if—

‘““(A) its system of graduated sanctions is
discretionary; and

‘“(B) it demonstrates that it has promoted
the use of a system of graduated sanctions
by taking steps to encourage implementa-
tion of such a system by juvenile courts.

‘“(2) REPORTING REQUIREMENT IF GRADUATED
SANCTIONS NOT USED.—

‘“(A) JUVENILE COURTS.—A State or unit of
local government in which the imposition of
graduated sanctions is discretionary shall re-
quire each juvenile court within its
jurisdiction—

‘“(i) which has not implemented a system
of graduated sanctions, to submit an annual
report that explains why such court did not
implement graduated sanctions; and

‘“(ii) which has implemented a system of
graduated sanctions but has not imposed
graduated sanctions in all cases, to submit
an annual report that explains why such
court did not impose graduated sanctions in
all cases.

“(B) UNITS OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—Each
unit of local government, other than a spe-
cially qualified unit, that has 1 or more juve-
nile courts that use a discretionary system
of graduated sanctions shall collect the in-
formation reported under subparagraph (A)
for submission to the State each year.

“(C) STATES.—Each State and specially
qualified unit that has 1 or more juvenile
courts that use a discretionary system of
graduated sanctions shall collect the infor-
mation reported under subparagraph (A) for
submission to the Attorney General each
year. A State shall also collect and submit
to the Attorney General the information col-
lected under subparagraph (B).

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion:

‘(1) The term ‘discretionary’ means that a
system of graduated sanctions is not re-
quired to be imposed by each and every juve-
nile court in a State or unit of local govern-
ment.

‘“(2) The term ‘sanctions’ means tangible,
proportional consequences that hold the ju-
venile offender accountable for the offense
committed. A sanction may include coun-
seling, restitution, community service, a
fine, supervised probation, or confinement.
“SEC. 1803. ALLOCATION AND DISTRIBUTION OF

FUNDS.

‘‘(a) STATE ALLOCATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with regu-
lations promulgated pursuant to this part
and except as provided in paragraph (3), the
Attorney General shall allocate—

““(A) 0.50 percent for each State; and

‘“(B) of the total funds remaining after the
allocation under subparagraph (A), to each
State, an amount which bears the same ratio
to the amount of remaining funds described
in this subparagraph as the population of
people under the age of 18 living in such
State for the most recent calendar year in
which such data is available bears to the
population of people under the age of 18 of all
the States for such fiscal year.
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‘‘(2) PROHIBITION.—No funds allocated to a
State under this subsection or received by a
State for distribution under subsection (b)
may be distributed by the Attorney General
or by the State involved for any program
other than a program contained in an ap-
proved application.

““(b) LOCAL DISTRIBUTION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), each State which receives
funds under subsection (a)(1) in a fiscal year
shall distribute among units of local govern-
ment, for the purposes specified in section
1801, not less than 75 percent of such
amounts received.

‘(2) WAIVER.—If a State submits to the At-
torney General an application for waiver
that demonstrates and certifies to the Attor-
ney General that—

‘“(A) the State’s juvenile justice expendi-
tures in the fiscal year preceding the date in
which an application is submitted under this
part (the ‘State percentage’) is more than 25
percent of the aggregate amount of juvenile
justice expenditures by the State and its eli-
gible units of local government; and

‘(B) the State has consulted with as many
units of local government in such State, or
organizations representing such units, as
practicable regarding the State’s calculation
of expenditures under subparagraph (A), the
State’s application for waiver under this
paragraph, and the State’s proposed uses of
funds,
the percentage referred to in paragraph (1)
shall equal the percentage determined by
subtracting the State percentage from 100
percent.

‘(3) ALLOCATION.—In making the distribu-
tion under paragraph (1), the State shall al-
locate to such units of local government an
amount which bears the same ratio to the
aggregate amount of such funds as—

““(A) the sum of—

‘(i) the product of—

‘(I) three-quarters; multiplied by

‘“(IT) the average juvenile justice expendi-
ture for such unit of local government for
the 3 most recent calendar years for which
such data is available; plus

‘“(ii) the product of—

‘(I) one-quarter; multiplied by

“(IT) the average annual number of part 1
violent crimes in such unit of local govern-
ment for the 3 most recent calendar years for
which such data is available, bears to—

‘“(B) the sum of the products determined
under subparagraph (A) for all such units of
local government in the State.

‘“(4) EXPENDITURES.—The allocation any
unit of local government shall receive under
paragraph (3) for a payment period shall not
exceed 100 percent of juvenile justice expend-
itures of the unit for such payment period.

“(5) REALLOCATION.—The amount of any
unit of local government’s allocation that is
not available to such unit by operation of
paragraph (4) shall be available to other
units of local government that are not af-
fected by such operation in accordance with
this subsection.

“‘(c) UNAVAILABILITY OF DATA FOR UNITS OF
LoCAL GOVERNMENT.—If the State has reason
to believe that the reported rate of part 1
violent crimes or juvenile justice expendi-
tures for a unit of local government is insuf-
ficient or inaccurate, the State shall—

‘(1) investigate the methodology used by
the unit to determine the accuracy of the
submitted data; and

‘(2) if necessary, use the best available
comparable data regarding the number of
violent crimes or juvenile justice expendi-
tures for the relevant years for the unit of
local government.

¢(d) LOCAL GOVERNMENT WITH ALLOCATIONS
LESS THAN $10,000.—If under this section a
unit of local government is allocated less
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than $10,000 for a payment period, the
amount allotted shall be expended by the
State on services to units of local govern-
ment whose allotment is less than such
amount in a manner consistent with this
part.

‘“(e) DIRECT GRANTS TO SPECIALLY QUALI-
FIED UNITS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a State does not qual-
ify or apply for funds reserved for allocation
under subsection (a) by the application dead-
line established by the Attorney General, the
Attorney General shall reserve not more
than 75 percent of the allocation that the
State would have received under subsection
(a) for such fiscal year to provide grants to
specially qualified units which meet the re-
quirements for funding under section 1802.

‘“(2) AWARD BASIS.—In addition to the qual-
ification requirements for direct grants for
specially qualified units the Attorney Gen-
eral may use the average amount allocated
by the States to units of local government as
a basis for awarding grants under this sec-
tion.

“SEC. 1804. GUIDELINES.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General
shall issue guidelines establishing proce-
dures under which a State or specially quali-
fied unit of local government that receives
funds under section 1803 is required to pro-
vide notice to the Attorney General regard-
ing the proposed use of funds made available
under this part.

‘“(b) ADVISORY BOARD.—The guidelines re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall include a re-
quirement that such eligible State or unit of
local government establish and convene an
advisory board to review the proposed uses of
such funds. The board shall include represen-
tation from, if appropriate—

‘(1) the State or local police department;

‘“(2) the local sheriff’s department;

‘“(3) the State or local prosecutor’s office;

‘“(4) the State or local juvenile court;

‘“(6) the State or local probation office;

‘(6) the State or local educational agency;

“(T) a State or local social service agency;

‘(8) a nmonprofit, nongovernmental victim
advocacy organization; and

‘(9) a nonprofit, religious, or community
group.

“SEC. 1805. PAYMENT REQUIREMENTS.

‘‘(a) TIMING OF PAYMENTS.—The Attorney
General shall pay, to each State or specially
qualified unit of local government that re-
ceives funds under section 1803 that has sub-
mitted an application under this part, the
amount awarded to such State or unit not
later than the later of the following two
dates:

‘(1) 180 days after the date that the
amount is available.

‘(2) The first day of the payment period if
the State has provided the Attorney General
with the assurances required by subsection
(c).

“(b) REPAYMENT OF
AMOUNTS.—

‘(1) REPAYMENT REQUIRED.—From amounts
awarded under this part, a State or specially
qualified unit shall repay to the Attorney
General, before the expiration of the 36-
month period beginning on the date of the
award, any amount that is not expended by
such State or unit.

‘(2) EXTENSION.—The Attorney General
may adopt policies and procedures providing
for a one-time extension, by not more than
12 months, of the period referred to in para-
graph (1).

“(3) PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO REPAY.—If
the amount required to be repaid is not re-
paid, the Attorney General shall reduce pay-
ment in future payment periods accordingly.

‘(4) DEPOSIT OF AMOUNTS REPAID.—
Amounts received by the Attorney General

UNEXPENDED
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as repayments under this subsection shall be
deposited in a designated fund for future
payments to States and specially qualified
units.

“(c) ADMINISTRATIVE CoOSTS.—A State or
unit of local government that receives funds
under this part may use not more than 5 per-
cent of such funds to pay for administrative
costs.

“(d) NONSUPPLANTING REQUIREMENT.—
Funds made available under this part to
States and units of local government shall
not be used to supplant State or local funds
as the case may be, but shall be used to in-
crease the amount of funds that would, in
the absence of funds made available under
this part, be made available from State or
local sources, as the case may be.

‘‘(e) MATCHING FUNDS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of a
grant received under this part may not ex-
ceed 90 percent of the total program costs.

‘“(2) CONSTRUCTION OF FACILITIES.—Not-
withstanding paragraph (1), with respect to
the cost of constructing juvenile detention
or correctional facilities, the Federal share
of a grant received under this part may not
exceed 50 percent of approved cost.

“SEC. 1806. UTILIZATION OF PRIVATE SECTOR.

“Funds or a portion of funds allocated
under this part may be used by a State or
unit of local government that receives a
grant under this part to contract with pri-
vate, nonprofit entities, or community-based
organizations to carry out the purposes spec-
ified under section 1801(b).

“SEC. 1807. ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A State or specially
qualified unit that receives funds under this
part shall—

‘(1) establish a trust fund in which the
government will deposit all payments re-
ceived under this part;

‘“(2) use amounts in the trust fund (includ-
ing interest) during the period specified in
section 1805(b)(1) and any extension of that
period under section 1805(b)(2);

““(3) designate an official of the State or
specially qualified unit to submit reports as
the Attorney General reasonably requires, in
addition to the annual reports required
under this part; and

‘“(4) spend the funds only for the purpose of
strengthening the juvenile justice system.

“(b) TITLE I PROVISIONS.—Except as other-
wise provided, the administrative provisions
of part H shall apply to this part and for pur-
poses of this section any reference in such
provisions to title I shall be deemed to in-
clude a reference to this part.

“SEC. 1808. ASSESSMENT REPORTS.

‘“(a) REPORTS TO ATTORNEY GENERAL.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (4), for each fiscal year for which
a grant or subgrant is awarded under this
part, each State or specially qualified unit of
local government that receives such a grant
shall submit to the Attorney General a grant
report, and each unit of local government
that receives such a subgrant shall submit to
the State a subgrant report, at such time
and in such manner as the Attorney General
may reasonably require.

‘“(2) GRANT REPORT.—Each grant report re-
quired by paragraph (1) shall include—

‘“(A) a summary of the activities carried
out with such grant;

“(B) if such activities included any
subgrant, a summary of the activities car-
ried out with each such subgrant; and

“(C) an assessment of the effectiveness of
such activities on achieving the purposes of
this part.

‘“(3) SUBGRANT REPORT.—Each subgrant re-
port required by paragraph (1) shall include—

‘“(A) a summary of the activities carried
out with such subgrant; and
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“(B) an assessment of the effectiveness of
such activities on achieving the purposes of
this part.

‘‘(4) WAIVERS.—The Attorney General may
waive the requirement of an assessment in
paragraph (2)(C) for a State or specially
qualified unit of local government, or in
paragraph (3)(B) for a unit of local govern-
ment, if the Attorney General determines
that—

‘“(A) the nature of the activities are such
that assessing their effectiveness would not
be practical or insightful;

‘(B) the amount of the grant or subgrant is
such that carrying out the assessment would
not be an effective use of those amounts; or

‘“(C) the resources available to the State or
unit are such that carrying out the assess-
ment would pose a financial hardship on the
State or unit.

““(b) REPORTS TO CONGRESS.—Not later than
90 days after the last day of each fiscal year
for which 1 or more grants are awarded under
this part, the Attorney General shall submit
to the Congress a report, which shall
include—

‘(1) a summary of the information pro-
vided under subsection (a);

‘(2) an assessment by the Attorney Gen-
eral of the grant program carried out under
this part; and

¢“(3) such other information as the Attor-
ney General considers appropriate.

“SEC. 1809. TRIBAL GRANT PROGRAM.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—From the amount made
available under section 1811(b), the Attorney
General shall make grants to Indian tribes,
or consortia of such tribes, for programs to
strengthen tribal juvenile justice systems
and to hold tribal youth accountable.

“(b) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible to receive
grant amounts under this section, an Indian
tribe or consortia of such tribes—

‘(1) must carry out tribal juvenile justice
functions; and

‘“(2) shall submit to the Attorney General
an application at such time, in such form,
and containing such assurances and informa-
tion as the Attorney General may require by
guidelines.

‘‘(c) COMPETITIVE AWARDS.—The Attorney
General shall award grants under this sec-
tion on a competitive basis.

‘(d) GUIDELINES.—In issuing guidelines to
carry out this section, the Attorney General
shall ensure that the application for, award
of, and use of grant amounts under this sec-
tion are consistent with the purposes and re-
quirements of this part.

‘‘(e) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘Indian tribe’ has the meaning
given such term in section 102 of the Feder-
ally Recognized Indian Tribe List Act of 1994
(42 U.S.C. 479a).

“SEC. 1810. DEFINITIONS.

“For purposes of this part:

‘(1) The term ‘unit of local government’
means—

‘““(A) a county, township, city, or political
subdivision of a county, township, or city,
that is a unit of local government as deter-
mined by the Secretary of Commerce for
general statistical purposes;

‘(B) any law enforcement district or judi-
cial enforcement district that—

‘(i) is established under applicable State
law; and

‘“(ii) has the authority, in a manner inde-
pendent of other State entities, to establish
a budget and raise revenues; and

“(C) the District of Columbia and the rec-
ognized governing body of an Indian tribe or
Alaskan Native village that carries out sub-
stantial governmental duties and powers.

‘““(2) The term ‘specially qualified unit’
means a unit of local government which may
receive funds under this part only in accord-
ance with section 1803(e).
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“(3) The term ‘State’ means any State of
the United States, the District of Columbia,
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the Vir-
gin Islands, American Samoa, Guam, and the
Northern Mariana Islands, except that—

‘“(A) the Virgin Islands, American Samoa,
Guam, and the Northern Mariana Islands
(the ‘partial States’) shall collectively be
considered as 1 State; and

“(B) for purposes of section 1803(a), the
amount allocated to a partial State shall
bear the same proportion to the amount col-
lectively allocated to the partial States as
the population of the partial State bears to
the collective population of the partial
States.

‘“(4) The term ‘juvenile’ means an indi-
vidual who is 17 years of age or younger.

‘() The term ‘juvenile justice expendi-
tures’ means expenditures in connection
with the juvenile justice system, including
expenditures in connection with such system
to carry out—

““(A) activities specified in section 1801(b);
and

‘“(B) other activities associated with pros-
ecutorial and judicial services and correc-
tions as reported to the Bureau of the Census
for the fiscal year preceding the fiscal year
for which a determination is made under this
part.

‘(6) The term ‘part 1 violent crimes’ means
murder and nonnegligent manslaughter,
forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated as-
sault as reported to the Federal Bureau of
Investigation for purposes of the Uniform
Crime Reports.

“SEC. 1811. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS.

‘‘(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this part—

‘(1) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2002;

““(2) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2003; and

(3) $500,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.

‘“(b) TRIBAL SET-ASIDE.—Of the amount ap-
propriated pursuant to subsection (a), 2 per-
cent shall be made available for grants under
section 1809.

‘‘(c) OVERSIGHT ACCOUNTABILITY AND AD-
MINISTRATION.—Of the amount authorized to
be appropriated under subsection (a), there
shall be available to the Attorney General,
for each of the fiscal years 2002 through 2004
(as applicable), to remain available until
expended—

(1 not more than 2 percent of that
amount, for research, evaluation, and dem-
onstration consistent with this part;

‘“(2) not more than 2 percent of that
amount, for training and technical assist-
ance; and

“(3) not more than 1 percent, for adminis-
trative costs to carry out the purposes of
this part.

The Attorney General shall establish and
execute an oversight plan for monitoring the
activities of grant recipients.”.

SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The amendments made by section 2 shall
take effect on the first day of the first fiscal
year that begins after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 4. TRANSITION OF JUVENILE ACCOUNT-
ABILITY INCENTIVE BLOCK GRANTS
PROGRAM.

For each grant made from amounts made
available for the Juvenile Accountability In-
centive Block Grants program (as described
under the heading ‘*“VIOLENT CRIME RE-
DUCTION PROGRAMS, STATE AND LOCAL
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE” in the
Department of Justice Appropriations Act,
2000 (as enacted by Public Law 106-113; 113
Stat. 15637-14)), the grant award shall remain
available to the grant recipient for not more
than 36 months after the date of reciept of
the grant.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
ScoTT) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on H.R. 863, the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Madam
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Madam Speaker, today the House
considers a bipartisan bill designed to
improve the juvenile justice system in
America. H.R. 863, as amended, was fa-
vorably reported out of the Committee
on the Judiciary by voice vote.

The bill authorizes the Department
of Justice to award up to $500 million a
year for the next 3 fiscal years to
States and localities that agree to im-
plement a system of graduated sanc-
tions for juvenile delinquency. Such a
system imposes sanctions on juvenile
offenders for every delinquent act they
commit, from the very first act, and in-
creases the intensity of the sanctions
with the severity of the offense.

This bill would replace the current
unauthorized block grant program that
was created in the fiscal year 1999 ap-
propriation bill for the Departments of
Commerce, Justice and State. The
block grant program of H.R. 863 is
more flexible for the States than the
current unauthorized grant program.
This bill does not require a grant re-
cipient to spend a certain percentage of
the funds on specified purposes. This is
not a one-size-fits-all program. Rather,
the States that qualify by imple-
menting graduated sanctions may use
the grant money where they need it to
improve their juvenile justice systems.

Further, the new block grant pro-
grams would not place a mandate on
the States. A State or locality may
qualify even if its system of graduated
sanctions is discretionary. However,
those juvenile courts that do not im-
pose graduated sanctions must report
at least annually to the applicable
State or locality as to why graduated
sanctions were not imposed in all such
cases.

This bill affords States and localities
the flexibility and discretion necessary
to improve their juvenile justice sys-
tems.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Madam Speaker, I rise in support of
H.R. 863, the Consequences for Juvenile
Offenders Act of 2001. I am a cosponsor
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of this bill, along with the sub-
committee chairman for the Sub-
committee on Crime, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SMITH), and in fact all
of the members of the Subcommittee
on Crime on both sides of the aisle are
cosponsors of the bill.

This bill is essentially identical to
the original H.R. 1501 coauthored by
the former member from Florida who
was then the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Crime, Mr. McCollum,
and myself in the 106th Congress which
was also cosponsored by all members of
the subcommittee. Although that bill
was passed by both the House and the
Senate, so many contentious amend-
ments were added during floor consid-
eration of the bill, it could not pass out
of conference.

I hope that we can avoid the fate of
H.R. 1501 by working together to keep
intact the strong bipartisan support
the bill now enjoys among Committee
on the Judiciary members, juvenile ad-
vocates, practitioners, researchers,
judges, public officials and others.

We have not always experienced such
bipartisan cooperation on juvenile jus-
tice issues in Congress. In the 105th
Congress, we debated the Violent
Youth Predator Act which focused on
tough-sounding, poll-tested slogans and
sound bites which were more focused
on political campaigns than the reduc-
tion of juvenile crime and delinquency.

All too often in dealing with the
issue of crime, we rush to codify the
best sound bites. For example, ‘“You do
the adult crime, you do the adult
time.”” That slogan is used to justify
trying sixth graders in adult criminal
court, when research shows us that
codifying that sound bite will actually
reduce the severity of the punishment
and increase future crimes.

We also have ‘‘Three strikes and
you’re out,”” a baseball slogan used to
justify keeping frail, 80-year-old of-
fenders in prison way beyond the point
where they pose any threat to society.

I am pleased to support the legisla-
tion before us today which is not based
on slogans and sound bites, but instead
upon the considered advice of juvenile
judges, researchers and practitioners.
The components of the bill came out of
hearings in which we listened to the
advice of juvenile justice researchers
and experts. They were unanimous that
rather than moving children out of the
juvenile system into the adult system,
more resources were needed in the ju-
venile system for appropriate, individ-
ually tailored responses that allowed a
broader range of services or sanctions
than the traditional limitations of ei-
ther probation or incarceration.

We received the same advice from
witnesses who appeared before the bi-
partisan Task Force on Youth Vio-
lence, which was appointed by the
Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. HASTERT) and the minority leader,
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. GEP-
HARDT).

0 1600

In Kkeeping with recommendations
from these expert witnesses, the bill
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before us today provides resources to
be used to hold juvenile offenders ac-
countable for their actions and to ade-
quately address their need for services,
starting with an appropriate response
when the delinquent offense first oc-
curs and escalating the level of re-
sponse upon any succeeding offense,
until the problem is eliminated. Appro-
priate responses could consist of pun-
ishment, family or individual coun-
seling, drug treatment or other assist-
ance appropriate for the individual
case, and the services and sanctions
need to be imposed on the first offense.
We should not wait until the third,
fourth, or fifth offense before we pay
any attention to the problem.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to rec-
ommend H.R. 863 to my colleagues. Not
only is it a model bill in that it takes
the advice of experts from a broad
array of political and philosophical
views, but also because of the model
process through which it was devel-
oped. From the outset, members from
both sides of the aisle on the sub-
committee as well as the full com-
mittee agreed to withhold amendments
which did not gain consensus in order
to move forward on the points on
which there was consensus. So while
the bill does not contain everything
that everybody wanted, it does contain
enough provisions that are valuable for
juveniles and the juvenile justice sys-
tem.

I am pleased to support this bipar-
tisan bill. I ask my colleagues to vote
in favor of the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the distinguished gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SMITH), the sub-
committee chair, for an un-sound byte.

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the chairman of the Committee
on the Judiciary for yielding time
again.

Mr. Speaker, I introduced H.R. 863,
the Consequences for Juvenile Offend-
ers Act of 2001, along with the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on
Crime, the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. ScoTT), who just finished speak-
ing. All other members of the sub-
committee have also cosponsored this
legislation. The legislation is needed
because juvenile justice experts have
recommended that juvenile justice sys-
tems pay more attention to young of-
fenders earlier in the system. H.R. 863
would do that by responding to juve-
nile wrongdoing with graduated sanc-
tions.

The bill authorizes $1.5 billion for the
Justice Department to make grants to
State and local governments to im-
prove their juvenile justice system.
States and localities qualify for the
grant funds if they have implemented
or agree to implement a system of
graduated sanctions for juvenile of-
fenders within 1 year of applying for
those funds.

Graduated sanctions are designed to
break the cycle of delinquency that
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often leads juveniles to more serious
crimes later on in their lives. This bill
encourages our juvenile justice system
to focus on juvenile offenders from the
beginning, rather than after the sixth
or seventh offense. With this approach,
we hope to ensure that juvenile offend-
ers learn that there are consequences
to their actions each time they commit
a crime.

In addition to providing incentives
for implementing graduated sanctions,
this bill provides States and localities
with discretion in determining how
best to spend the grant money to im-
prove their juvenile justice systems.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the bill.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield such
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
DELAHUNT).

Mr. DELAHUNT. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is an example
of what can be accomplished when we
get down to business and become seri-
ous and forget about sound bytes. This
bill will truly make a difference. It is
going to work. I am confident that it
will reduce violence in this country.

I spent some 20 years of my life pros-
ecuting some of the most violent
criminals anywhere, and I know there
are not any simple answers. There are
no quick fixes. There are no panaceas.
But this bill works because it relies
upon people who do have the answers,
the people in the community who un-
derstand the problems.

Unlike some bills that we have con-
sidered in the past, this legislation
does not dictate policy from Wash-
ington. It embraces and supports
broad-based, comprehensive local
strategies that have proven to be effec-
tive and that work in the real world.

Let me give my colleagues an exam-
ple. Boston, Massachusetts, the capital
city of my home State, like other cit-
ies, experienced a dramatic decrease in
gang violence thanks to a balanced
strategy of prevention, intervention,
and enforcement. That strategy
worked because everyone in the com-
munity at large was engaged, police,
prosecutors, probation officers, correc-
tion officials, youth and social service
personnel, teachers, judges, you name
it, everybody was involved.

Under some of the legislation that
was considered previously, Boston
would not have even qualified for a
grant, and few if any States would.
Under this bill, Boston and other cities
will qualify for the money they need to
continue the critical work and the ef-
fective work that they have been
doing.

These cities like Boston, like other
communities throughout the country,
do not need us here in Washington to
tell them how to reduce violence. As I
said, they have the answers them-
selves. What they need is a serious,
substantial Federal investment in ju-
venile crime prevention. And what
they need is our commitment to pro-
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vide them with the resources that they
do need. This bill does that.

Let me conclude by congratulating
the chair of the subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH). Let me
congratulate the chair of the full com-
mittee, the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER), who, over the
course of the past several weeks, has
done much to diminish the so-called di-
visiveness that characterized the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. This truly is
an outstanding product, one that we
can all be proud of, but I want to make
particular mention of my friend and
colleague, the ranking member of the
Subcommittee on Crime, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. ScCOTT),
whose sheer persistence and dedication
and passion for this issue is reflected in
this particular product; and one that
he should be particularly proud of.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I would like to thank the gentleman
from Massachusetts for his kind words.
He is a former prosecutor and a very
important member of the Committee
on the Judiciary. I thank him for his
words. I also want to thank the chair-
man of the subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. SMITH), and
the chairman of the full committee,
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
SENSENBRENNER), and the ranking
member of the committee, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS),
for their leadership in developing this
bill. I would also want to point out, Mr.
Speaker, that the bill could not have
been formulated and brought to us
today without the hard work of staff
people, such as Bobby Vassar and Beth
Sokul. Without their hard work, dedi-
cation, and ability to work together
across the aisle, this bill never could
have been developed.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote for the bill.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, over the last
several Congresses, we've debated the get-
tough approach versus the prevention and
treatment approach to addressing juvenile
crime. This measure reflects the advice of the
researchers and expert practitioners who are
unanimous on the point that more resources
are needed for appropriate individually tailored
responses to juvenile crime. The measure be-
fore us is not a one-size-fits-all approach but
a substantive bipartisan approach that actually
will reduce crime and delinquency where it oc-
curs, and that's why we all support it.

However, my view is that juvenile justice is
also about gun safety. | understand clearly
that the sponsors of the bill have valid con-
cerns that introducing the issue of gun vio-
lence into the debate would foster differences
of view and jeopardize good legislation. They
are correct that the Republican leadership bot-
tled up this bill in a conference committee last
year largely in an effort, | am told, to avoid ad-
dressing gun violence.

But | believe that preventing juvenile crime
is about thwarting easy access to guns, just
as much as it is about prevention programs
and services for at-risk youth. Ten children a
day are killed by gun violence. The shooters
at Columbine High School were provided a
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gun largely because of the lack of any back-
ground check by licensed sellers at gun
shows. We continue to witness unspeakable
horrors every week as children open fire on
their classmates. You all read and see them
weekly.

The Nation stands ready to require a child
safety lock on every gun. | think most Mem-
bers of Congress are ready as well. But the
Congress ignores the cries of the children and
their parents.

I know that the National Rifle Association’s
publicity machines have been spinning in high
gear since the election to perpetuate the myth
that gun safety is a losing political issue. The
facts are, of course, that the NRA targeted
countless House and Senate seats and lost
nearly every single one. So gather your cour-
age, my colleagues. Bit by bit, the tide is turn-
ing.

Governor Pataki of New York has proposed
far more ambitious gun safety measures that
those that were bottled up by the Republican
leadership this year. Senators McCAIN and
LIEBERMAN are attempting to find common
ground on this issue as we speak. But regard-
less of the politics, | and others feel that we
cannot back down on this issue because it is
the logical and correct position to take, and if
we really do not want to leave any child be-
hind, we cannot allow so many children to be
killed in senseless and preventable acts of
gun violence. Too many families have lived
through this unthinkable experience of burying
their own children for us not to act.

| would like to continue to work with the
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. ScoTT) on other
solutions to juvenile crime such as the mod-
erate measures passed by the Senate in the
last Congress, the gun show background
checks, child safety locks, a ban on the impor-
tation of large-capacity ammunition clips and a
juvenile Brady. Let's all stay tuned for further
complimentary support to this excellent meas-
ure before us.

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of H.R. 863, Consequences for Juvenile
Offenders Act. In particular, | am pleased that
funding under the Juvenile Accountability
Block Grant program can be used for main-
taining juvenile record systems to promote
public safety and to establish interagency in-
formation-sharing programs. However, | not
only support establishing a juvenile record-
keeping system, but | encourage States to de-
velop an automated system of records.

Last Congress | offered an amendment to
the Juvenile Justice bill to assist States in
compiling the records of juvenile and estab-
lishing statewide computer systems for their
records. States would then have the option of
making the information available to the Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation and law enforce-
ment authorities from other States. This
amendment was endorsed by the Fraternal
Order of Police. My amendment was accept-
ed.

The need for improved recordkeeping sys-
tems on violent juveniles is illustrated by a
tragic story from my district. A Cleveland po-
lice detective, Robert Clark, was killed in July
1998 while attempting to arrest a drug dealer.
The individual who shot Detective Clark had
accumulated a considerable criminal record
between Ohio and Florida. Although he was
only 19 years old at the time of the shooting,
he had been arrested 150 times since the age
of 8. There had been 62 felony charges
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against him between 1995 and 1998. He was
arrested on yet another offense the night be-
fore he killed Detective Clark, but because law
enforcement officers in Cleveland were un-
aware of his extensive criminal record as a ju-
venile he was released from custody. Had an
automated records system been in place when
he first appeared before a juvenile court in
Ohio, law enforcement officials in Ohio would
have had access to his extensive criminal
record in Florida and the tragic death of De-
tective Clark could have been prevented.

| urge the conferees to give attention to this
important issue. The information shared
through the creation of an automated juvenile
recordkeeping system will stop crime and save
lives.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to
support the bill before us today because it al-
lows states and localities to develop programs
on juvenile justice, according to the needs of
their own communities. It is a credit to Crime
Subcommittee Chairman LAMAR SMITH and
Ranking Member BoBBY ScoTT that we were
able to improve this bill with an amendment |
offered in Committee. The amendment re-
quires a strong assessment component to any
program funded by this bill.

My amendment requires all applicants to
provide information up front detailing how they
will evaluate the success of their program. It
requires an assessment to be undertaken at
appropriate intervals (each year). These as-
sessment will be submitted by the states or lo-
calities to the Department of Justice. The At-
torney General could waive this requirement if
an assessment would not be practical (i.e.
building a facility) or if an assessment require-
ment would prove to be cost prohibitive. From
these assessments, the Attorney General
would submit a report to Congress on the
progress of funded programs. The funding for
these assessments comes out of their existing
grant money, but I'm sure you would agree
that is it important to be able to identify any
unsuccessful program.

As a former federal prosecutor, | have seen
the successes and failures of programs de-
signed to improve the juvenile justice system.
It is critical that we evaluate programs we fund
to ensure their effectiveness in achieving their
stated goals.

| urge my colleagues to support this bill.
And | again want to commend the Leadership
of both parties for bringing this bill before us
today.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 863, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

I yield
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MAKING PERMANENT AUTHORITY
TO REDACT FINANCIAL DISCLO-
SURE STATEMENTS OF JUDICIAL
EMPLOYEES AND JUDICIAL OFFI-
CERS

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 2336) to make perma-
nent the authority to redact financial
disclosure statements of judicial em-
ployees and judicial officers.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2336

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REPEAL OF SUNSET PROVISION.

Section 105(b)(3)(E) of the Ethics in Gov-
ernment Act of 1978 (6 U.S.C. App.) is re-
pealed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
Scott) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 2336, the bill under consid-
eration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 2336 and urge the House to
adopt the measure. This bill will make
permanent the authority of the U.S.
Judicial Conference to redact financial
disclosure statements of judicial em-
ployees and judicial officers.

Under the Ethics in Government Act,
judges and other high-level judicial
branch officials must file annual finan-
cial disclosure reports. However, due to
the nature of the judicial function and
the increased security risk it entails,
section 7 of the Identity Theft and As-
sumption Deterrence Act of 1998 allows
the Judicial Conference to redact
statutorily required information in a
financial disclosure report where the
release of the information could endan-
ger the filer or his or her family. This
provision will sunset on December 31,
2001, in the absence of further legisla-
tive action.

The Judicial Conference Committee
on Financial Disclosure recently sub-
mitted a report on section 7. The com-
mittee monitors the release of finan-
cial disclosure reports to ensure com-
pliance with the statute, reviews redac-
tion requests, and approves or dis-
approves any request for a redaction of
statutorily mandated information
where the release of the information
could endanger a filer.

In the year 2000, the committee
noted, first, 13 financial disclosure re-
ports were wholly redacted because the
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judge was under a specific and active
security threat and, second, only 140
judges’ reports were partially redacted
due to specific or general threats.

The purpose of the annual disclosure
reports required by the Ethics in Gov-
ernment Act is to increase public con-
fidence in government officials and
better enable the public to judge the
performance of those officials. How-
ever, Federal judges should be allowed
to redact certain information from fi-
nancial disclosures when they or a fam-
ily member is threatened. Importantly,
this practice has never interfered with
the release of critical information to
the public.

H.R. 2336 will eliminate the sunset in
section 7 and permit the Judicial Con-
ference to permanently redact informa-
tion in financial disclosure reports
where that information could endanger
the filer or his or her family. This is a
good bill. It enjoys bipartisan support.
There is no known opposition. I en-
courage the House to support the meas-
ure.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to join my col-
league, the chairman of the Committee
on the Judiciary, in supporting H.R.
2336. This bill was introduced by the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
COBLE) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. BERMAN). It protects judges
against certain security threats. The
September 11 tragedy only heightens
the security concerns that make this
legislation necessary. The Committee
on the Judiciary reported H.R. 2336 fa-
vorably by voice vote on October 3, and
I am not aware of any controversy re-
garding the bill.

H.R. 2336 permanently extends the
ability of Federal judges to request re-
daction from their financial disclosure
reports. The current redaction author-
ity sunsets at the end of this year.
Thus, it is imperative that we act
quickly to get this bill to the Senate
where we hope it passes before the end
of the year. The redaction authority
for judges is appropriately limited and
thus does not raise concerns about
undue restrictions on public access to
financial disclosure reports. The
judge’s report may be redacted if the
Judicial Conference and U.S. Marshals
Service find that revealing personal
and sensitive information could endan-
ger that judge. Furthermore, the re-
port can only be redacted to the extent
necessary to protect the judge and only
so long as a danger exists.
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The redaction authority has not been
abused to date. Of all of the judges fil-
ing reports in the year 2000, only 6 per-
cent had their reports redacted, either
wholly or even partially. Typically, the
information redacted is limited to such
things as the spouse’s place of work,
the location of a judge’s second home,
or the name of a law school at which a
judge may teach part-time.
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The law requires the Judicial Con-
ference, in concert with the Depart-
ment of Justice, to file an annual re-
port detailing the number and cir-
cumstances of redactions. This statu-
tory reporting requirement enables
Congress to monitor any abuse of the
redaction authority.

In short, I think the enactment of
H.R. 2336 is necessary to protect the se-
curity of our Nation’s judges, and I
urge my colleagues to support it.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
this non-controversial legislation, H.R. 2336, is
aimed at protecting judges and judicial em-
ployees. H.R. 2236 amends the Ethics in Gov-
ernment Act of 1978 by repealing the sunset
provision of authorized redaction of financial
disclosure reports filed by certain judicial em-
ployees and officers.

The purpose of these financial disclosure re-
ports required by the Ethics in Government
Act of 1978 is to increase public confidence in
government officials and better enable our
public to assess the progress and effective-
ness of their public officials. However, section
7 of this Act which allows redaction where
such disclosure could endanger the filer or his/
her family is set to sunset on December 31,
2001.

In 2000, the Judicial Conference Committee
on Financial Disclosure submitted a report,
noting that numerous financial disclosure re-
ports had been redacted because the Judge
was under a specific, active security threat,
and that 140 reports were partially redacted
based on threats and various security risks.
These threats may be heightened in light of
the recent threats to our national security.

This legislation appropriately repeals this
sunset and makes permanent the authority to
redact such financial disclosure statements of
judicial employees or judicial officers.

As a former associate municipal court judge,
| understand that the need for such legislation
is great. | urge my colleagues to support it.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2336.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

STUART COLLICK—HEATHER
FRENCH HENRY HOMELESS VET-
ERANS ASSISTANCE ACT

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2716) to amend
title 38, United States Code, to revise,
improve, and consolidate provisions of
law providing benefits and services for
homeless veterans, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2716

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS;
REFERENCES TO TITLE 38, UNITED
STATES CODE.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the “Stuart Collick—Heather French Henry
Homeless Veterans Assistance Act’.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents; ref-
erences to title 38, United
States Code.

Sec. 2. Definitions.

Sec. 3. National goal to end homelessness
among veterans.

Sec. 4. Sense of the Congress regarding the
needs of homeless veterans and
the responsibility of Federal
agencies.

Sec. 5. Consolidation and improvement of
provisions of law relating to
homeless veterans.

Sec. 6. Evaluation of homeless programs.

Sec. 7. Study of outcome effectiveness of
grant program for homeless
veterans with special needs.

Sec. 8. Additional programmatic expansions.

Sec. 9. Coordination of employment serv-
ices.

Sec. 10. Use of real property.

Sec. 11. Meetings of Interagency Council on
Homeless.

Sec. 12. Rental assistance vouchers for HUD
Veterans Affairs Supported

Housing program.

(¢) REFERENCES TO TITLE 38 UNITED STATES
CoDE.—Except as otherwise expressly pro-
vided, whenever in this Act an amendment
or repeal is expressed in terms of an amend-
ment to, or repeal of, a section or other pro-
vision, the reference shall be considered to
be made to a section or other provision of
title 38, United States Code.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

For purposes of this Act:

(1) The term ‘‘homeless veteran’ has the
meaning given such term in section 2002 of
title 38, United States Code, as added by sec-
tion 5(a)(1).

(2) The term ‘‘grant and per diem provider’’
means an entity in receipt of a grant under
section 2011 or 2012 of title 38, United States
Code.

SEC. 3. NATIONAL GOAL TO END HOMELESSNESS
AMONG VETERANS.

(a) NATIONAL GOAL.—Congress hereby de-
clares it to be a national goal to end chronic
homelessness among veterans within a dec-
ade of the enactment of this Act.

(b) COOPERATIVE EFFORTS ENCOURAGED.—
Congress hereby encourages all departments
and agencies of Federal, State, and local
governments, quasi-governmental organiza-
tions, private and public sector entities, in-
cluding community-based organizations,
faith-based organizations, and individuals to
work cooperatively to end chronic homeless-
ness among veterans within a decade.

SEC. 4. SENSE OF THE CONGRESS REGARDING
THE NEEDS OF HOMELESS VET-
ERANS AND THE RESPONSIBILITY
OF FEDERAL AGENCIES.

It is the sense of the Congress that—

(1) homelessness is a significant problem in
the veterans community and veterans are
disproportionately represented among home-
less men;

(2) While many effective programs assist
homeless veterans to again become produc-
tive and self-sufficient members of society,
current resources provided to such programs
and other activities that assist homeless vet-
erans are inadequate to provide all needed
essential services, assistance, and support to
homeless veterans;

(3) the most effective programs for the as-
sistance of homeless veterans should be iden-
tified and expanded;
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(4) federally funded programs for homeless
veterans should be held accountable for
achieving clearly defined results;

(5) Federal efforts to assist homeless vet-
erans should include prevention of homeless-
ness; and

(6) Federal agencies, particularly the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs and the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development,
should cooperate more fully to address the
problem of homelessness among veterans.
SEC. 5. CONSOLIDATION AND IMPROVEMENT OF

PROVISIONS OF LAW RELATING TO
HOMELESS VETERANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Part II is amended by
inserting after chapter 19 the following new
chapter:

“CHAPTER 20—BENEFITS FOR HOMELESS
VETERANS
‘‘SUBCHAPTER I—PURPOSE; DEFINITIONS;
ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS
‘“Sec.
£€2001.
¢2002.

Purpose.

Definitions.

¢“2003. Staffing requirements.

¢“2004. Employment assistance.
‘‘SUBCHAPTER II—COMPREHENSIVE SERVICE

PROGRAMS

¢2011. Grants.

¢“2012. Per diem payments.

¢“2013. Authorization of appropriations.
‘‘SUBCHAPTER III—TRAINING AND OUTREACH

¢“2021. Homeless veterans’ reintegration pro-
grams.

‘2022. Coordination of outreach services for
veterans at risk of homeless-
ness.

¢2023. Demonstration program relating to
referral and counseling for vet-
erans transitioning from cer-
tain institutions who are at
risk for homelessness.

‘‘SUBCHAPTER IV—TREATMENT AND REHABILI-
TATION FOR SERIOUSLY MENTALLY ILL AND
HOMELESS VETERANS

¢‘2031. General treatment.

¢“2032. Therapeutic housing.

‘2033. Additional services at certain loca-
tions.

Coordination with other agencies and
organizations.

‘‘SUBCHAPTER V—HOUSING ASSISTANCE

¢“2041. Housing assistance for homeless vet-
erans.

¢‘2042. Supported housing for veterans par-
ticipating in compensated work
therapies.

¢“2043. Domiciliary care programs.

‘‘SUBCHAPTER VI—LOAN GUARANTEE FOR
MULTIFAMILY TRANSITIONAL HOUSING

¢“2051. General authority.
¢‘2062. Requirements.
¢€2053. Default.

¢‘2054. Audit.

‘‘SUBCHAPTER VII—OTHER PROVISIONS

¢“2061. Grant program for homeless veterans
with special needs.
¢‘2062. Dental care.
¢“2063. Technical assistance grants for non-
profit community-based groups.
¢2064. Annual report on assistance to home-
less veterans.
¢“2065. Advisory Committee on Homeless Vet-
erans.
“SUBCHAPTER I—PURPOSE; DEFINI-
TIONS; ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS
“§2001. Purpose
““The purpose of this chapter is to provide
for the special needs of homeless veterans.
“§ 2002. Definitions
“In this chapter:
‘(1) The term ‘homeless veteran’ means a
veteran who—
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‘““(A) lacks a fixed, regular, and adequate
nighttime residence; or

‘“(B) has a primary nighttime residence
that is—

‘(i) a supervised publicly or privately oper-
ated shelter designed to provide temporary
living accommodations (including welfare
hotels, congregate shelters, grant per diem
shelters and transitional housing for the
mentally ill);

‘“(ii) an institution that provides a tem-
porary residence for individuals intended to
be institutionalized; or

‘“(iii) a public or private place not designed
for, or ordinarily used as, a regular sleeping
accommodation for human beings.

‘“(2) The term ‘grant and per diem provider’
means an entity in receipt of a grant under
section 2011 or 2012 of this title.

“§2003. Staffing requirements

‘“‘(a) VBA STAFFING AT REGIONAL OFFICES.—
The Secretary shall ensure that there is as-
signed at each Veterans Benefits Adminis-
tration regional office at least one employee
assigned specifically to oversee and coordi-
nate homeless veterans programs in that re-
gion. In any such regional office with at
least 140 employees, there shall be at least
one full-time employee assigned to such
functions. The programs covered by such
oversight and coordination include the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) The housing program for veterans sup-
ported by the Department of Housing and
Urban Development.

‘“(2) Housing programs supported by the
Secretary under this title or any other provi-
sion of law.

‘“(3) The homeless veterans reintegration
program of the Department of Labor under
section 2021 of this title.

‘“(4) The programs under section 2033 of
this title.

‘() The assessments required by section
2034 of this title.

‘“(6) Such other duties relating to homeless
veterans as may be assigned.

‘“(b) VHA CASE MANAGERS.—The Secretary
shall ensure that the number of case man-
agers in the Veterans Health Administration
is sufficient to assure that every veteran
who is provided a housing voucher through
section 8(0) of the United States Housing Act
of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(0)) is assigned to, and
is able to be seen as needed by, a case man-
ager.

“§2004. Employment assistance

‘“The Secretary may authorize homeless
veterans receiving care through vocational
rehabilitation programs to participate in the
compensated work therapy program under
section 1718 of this title.

“SUBCHAPTER II—COMPREHENSIVE
SERVICE PROGRAMS
“§2011. Grants

“‘(a) AUTHORITY TO MAKE GRANTS.—(1) Sub-
ject to the availability of appropriations pro-
vided for such purpose, the Secretary shall
make grants to assist eligible entities in es-
tablishing programs to furnish, and expand-
ing or modifying existing programs for fur-
nishing, the following to homeless veterans:

“(A) Outreach.

‘“(B) Rehabilitative services.

‘“(C) Vocational counseling and training

‘(D) Transitional housing assistance.

‘“(2) The authority of the Secretary to
make grants under this section expires on
September 30, 2005.

‘“(b) CRITERIA FOR AWARD OF GRANTS.—The
Secretary shall establish criteria and re-
quirements for the award of a grant under
this section, including criteria for entities
eligible to receive such grants, and shall pub-
lish such criteria and requirements in the
Federal Register. The criteria established
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under this section shall include the fol-
lowing:

‘(1) Specification as to the Kkinds of
projects for which such grant support is
available, which shall include—

““(A) expansion, remodeling, or alteration
of existing buildings, or acquisition of facili-
ties, for use as service centers, transitional
housing, or other facilities to serve homeless
veterans; and

‘(B) procurement of vans for use in out-
reach to, and transportation for, homeless
veterans to carry out the purposes set forth
in subsection (a).

‘(2) Specification as to the number of
projects for which grant support is available.

‘“(3) Appropriate criteria for the staffing
for the provision of the services for which a
grant under this section is furnished.

‘“(4) Provisions to ensure that the award of
grants under this section—

‘“(A) shall not result in duplication of on-
going services; and

‘“(B) to the maximum extent practicable,
shall reflect appropriate geographic disper-
sion and an appropriate balance between
urban and nonurban locations.

‘‘(5) Provisions to ensure that an entity re-
ceiving a grant shall meet fire and safety re-
quirements established by the Secretary,
which shall include—

““(A) such State and community require-
ments that may apply; and

“(B) the fire and safety requirements appli-
cable under the Life Safety Code of the Na-
tional Fire Protection Association.

‘“(6) Specifications as to the means by
which an entity receiving a grant may con-
tribute in-kind services to the start-up costs
of any project for which support is sought
and the methodology for assigning a cost to
that contribution for purposes of subsection
(c).
‘‘(c) FUNDING LIMITATIONS.—A grant under
this section may not be used to support oper-
ational costs. The amount of a grant under
this section may not exceed 65 percent of the
estimated cost of the expansion, remodeling,
alteration, acquisition, or procurement pro-
vided for under this section.

‘“(d) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—The Secretary
may make a grant under this section to an
entity applying for such a grant only if the
applicant for the grant—

‘(1) is a public or nonprofit private entity
with the capacity (as determined by the Sec-
retary) to effectively administer a grant
under this section;

‘“(2) has demonstrated that adequate finan-
cial support will be available to carry out
the project for which the grant has been
sought consistent with the plans, specifica-
tions, and schedule submitted by the appli-
cant; and

“(3) has agreed to meet the applicable cri-
teria and requirements established under
subsections (b) and (g) (and the Secretary
has determined that the applicant has dem-
onstrated the capacity to meet those criteria
and requirements).

‘‘(e) APPLICATION REQUIREMENT.—AnN entity
described in subsection (d) desiring to re-
ceive assistance under this section shall sub-
mit to the Secretary an application. The ap-
plication shall set forth the following:

‘(1) The amount of the grant requested
with respect to a project.

““(2) A description of the site for such
project.

‘“(3) Plans, specifications, and the schedule
for implementation of such project in ac-
cordance with requirements prescribed by
the Secretary under subsection (b).

‘‘(4) Reasonable assurance that upon com-
pletion of the work for which assistance is
sought, the program will become operational
and the facilities will be used principally to
provide to veterans the services for which
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the project was designed, and that not more
than 25 percent of the services provided will
serve clients who are not receiving such
services as veterans.

‘“(f) PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may not make a grant to an applicant
under this section unless the applicant, in
the application for the grant, agrees to each
of the following requirements:

‘(1) To provide the services for which the
grant is furnished at locations accessible to
homeless veterans.

‘(2) To maintain referral networks for, and
aid homeless veterans in, establishing eligi-
bility for assistance, and obtaining services,
under available entitlement and assistance
programs.

‘“(3) To ensure the confidentiality of
records maintained on homeless veterans re-
ceiving services under the grant.

‘“(4) To establish such procedures for fiscal
control and fund accounting as may be nec-
essary to ensure proper disbursement and ac-
counting with respect to the grant and to
such payments as may be made under sec-
tion 2012 of this title.

‘(6) To seek to employ homeless veterans
and formerly homeless veterans in positions
created for purposes of the grant for which
those veterans are qualified.

‘(g) SERVICE CENTER REQUIREMENTS.—In
addition to criteria established under sub-
section (b), the Secretary shall, in the case
of an application for a grant for a service
center for homeless veterans, require each of
the following:

‘(1) That such center provide services to
homeless veterans during such hours as the
Secretary may specify and be open to such
veterans on an as-needed, unscheduled basis.

¢“(2) That space at such center will be made
available, as mutually agreeable, for use by
staff of the Department of Veterans Affairs,
the Department of Labor, and other appro-
priate agencies and organizations in assist-
ing homeless veterans served by such center.

“(3) That such center be equipped and
staffed to provide, or to assist in providing,
health care, mental health services, hygiene
facilities, benefits and employment coun-
seling, meals, transportation assistance, and
such other services as the Secretary deter-
mines necessary.

‘“(4) That such center may be equipped and
staffed to provide, or to assist in providing,
job training and job placement services (in-
cluding job readiness, job counseling, and lit-
eracy and skills training), as well as any out-
reach and case management services that
may be necessary to carry out this para-
graph.

“(h) RECOVERY OF UNUSED GRANT FUNDS.—
(1) If a grant recipient (or entity eligible for
such a grant) under this section does not es-
tablish a program in accordance with this
section or ceases to furnish services under
such a program for which the grant was
made, the United States shall be entitled to
recover from such recipient or entity the
total of all unused grant amounts made
under this section to such recipient or entity
in connection with such program.

‘“(2) Any amount recovered by the United
States under paragraph (1) may be obligated
by the Secretary without fiscal year limita-
tion to carry out provisions of this sub-
chapter.

“(3) An amount may not be recovered
under paragraph (1) as an unused grant
amount before the end of the three-year pe-
riod beginning on the date on which the
grant is awarded.

“§2012. Per diem payments

‘“‘(a) PER DIEM PAYMENTS FOR FURNISHING
SERVICES TO HOMELESS VETERANS.—(1) Sub-
ject to the availability of appropriations pro-
vided for such purpose, the Secretary, pursu-
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ant to such criteria as the Secretary shall
prescribe, shall provide to a recipient of a
grant under section 2011 of this title (or an
entity eligible to receive a grant under that
section which after November 10, 1992, estab-
lishes a program that the Secretary deter-
mines carries out the purposes described in
that section) per diem payments for services
furnished to any homeless veteran—

‘““(A) whom the Secretary has referred to
the grant recipient (or entity eligible for
such a grant); or

‘“(B) for whom the Secretary has author-
ized the provision of services.

‘(2) The rate for such per diem payments
shall be the rate authorized for State homes
for domiciliary care under section
1741(a)(1)(A) of this title.

‘“(3) In a case in which the Secretary has
authorized the provision of services, per
diem payments under paragraph (1) may be
paid retroactively for services provided not
more than three days before the authoriza-
tion was provided.

“(b) INSPECTIONS.—The Secretary may in-
spect any facility of an entity eligible for
payments under subsection (a) at such times
as the Secretary considers necessary. No per
diem payment may be made to an entity
under this section unless the facilities of
that entity meet such standards as the Sec-
retary shall prescribe.

‘“(c) LIFE SAFETY CODE.—(1) Except as pro-
vided in paragraph (2), a per diem payment
may not be provided under this section to a
grant recipient unless the facilities of the
grant recipient meet the fire and safety re-
quirements applicable under the Life Safety
Code of the National Fire Protection Asso-
ciation.

““(2) During the five-year period beginning
on the date of the enactment of this section,
paragraph (1) shall not apply to an entity
that received a grant under section 3 of the
Homeless Veterans Comprehensive Service
Programs Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-590; 38
U.S.C. 7721 note) before that date if the enti-
ty meets fire and safety requirements estab-
lished by the Secretary.

“(3) From amounts available for purposes
of this section, not less than $5,000,000 shall
be used only for grants to assist entities cov-
ered by paragraph (2) in meeting the Life
Safety Code of the National Fire Protection
Association.

“§2013. Authorization of appropriations

‘““There are authorized to be appropriated
to carry out this subchapter amounts as fol-
lows:

‘(1) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2002.

““(2) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2003.

““(3) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.

‘“(4) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2005.
“SUBCHAPTER III—TRAINING AND
OUTREACH
“§2021. Homeless veterans’ reintegration pro-

grams

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the avail-
ability of appropriations provided for under
subsection (d) and made available for such
purpose, the Secretary of Labor shall con-
duct, directly or through grant or contract,
such programs as the Secretary determines
appropriate to provide job training, coun-
seling, and placement services to expedite
the reintegration of homeless veterans into
the labor force.

‘““(b) REQUIREMENT TO MONITOR EXPENDI-
TURES OF FUNDS.—(1) The Secretary of Labor
shall collect such information as the Sec-
retary considers appropriate to monitor and
evaluate the distribution and expenditure of
funds appropriated to carry out this section.
The information shall include data with re-
spect to the results or outcomes of the serv-
ices provided to each homeless veteran under
this section.
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‘“(2) The information under paragraph (1)
shall be furnished to the Secretary of Labor
in such form as the Secretary considers ap-
propriate.

“(c) ADMINISTRATION THROUGH THE ASSIST-
ANT SECRETARY OF LLABOR FOR VETERANS’ EM-
PLOYMENT AND TRAINING.—The Secretary of
Labor shall carry out this section through
the Assistant Secretary of Labor for Vet-
erans’ Employment and Training.

“(d) ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The
Secretary of Labor shall submit to Congress
an annual report that evaluates services fur-
nished to veterans under this section, and in-
cludes an analysis of the information col-
lected under subsection (c).

‘“(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
(1) There are authorized to be appropriated
to carry out this section amounts as follows:

““(A) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2002.

“(B) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2003.

¢(C) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2004.

‘(D) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2005.

“(BE) $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2006.

‘“(2) Funds appropriated to carry out this
section shall remain available until ex-
pended. Funds obligated in any fiscal year to
carry out this section may be expended in
that fiscal year and the succeeding fiscal
year.

“§2022. Coordination of outreach services for
veterans at risk of homelessness

‘“(a) OUTREACH PLAN.—The Secretary, act-
ing through the Under Secretary for Health,
shall provide for appropriate officials of the
Mental Health Service and the Readjustment
Counseling Service of the Veterans Health
Administration to initiate a coordinated
plan for joint outreach to veterans at risk of
homelessness, including particularly vet-
erans who are being discharged from institu-
tions (including discharges from inpatient
psychiatric care, substance abuse treatment
programs, and penal institutions).

“(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The out-
reach plan under subsection (a) shall include
the following:

‘(1) Strategies to identify and collaborate
with external entities used by veterans who
have not traditionally used Department
services to further outreach efforts.

‘“(2) Strategies to ensure that mentoring
programs, recovery support groups, and
other appropriate support networks are opti-
mally available to veterans.

‘“(3) Appropriate programs or referrals to
family support programs.

‘“(4) Means to increase access to case man-
agement services.

‘(6) Plans for making additional employ-
ment services accessible to veterans.

‘“(6) Appropriate referral sources for men-
tal health and substance abuse services.

‘‘(c) COOPERATIVE RELATIONSHIPS.—The
plan shall identify strategies for the Depart-
ment to enter into formal cooperative rela-
tionships with entities outside the Depart-
ment to facilitate making services and re-
sources optimally available to veterans.

‘(d) REVIEW OF PLAN.—The Secretary shall
submit the plan under subsection (a) to the
Advisory Committee on Homeless Veterans
for its review and consultation.

‘“(e) OUTREACH PROGRAM.—(1) The Sec-
retary shall carry out an outreach program
to provide information to homeless veterans
and veterans at risk of homelessness. The
program shall include at a minimum—

““(A) provision of information about bene-
fits available to eligible veterans from the
Department; and

‘(B) contact information for local Depart-
ment facilities, including medical facilities,
regional offices, and veterans centers.

‘(2) In developing and carrying out the
program under paragraph (1), the Secretary
shall, to the extent practicable, consult with
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appropriate public and private organizations,

including the Bureau of Prisons, State social

service agencies, the Department of Defense,
and mental health, veterans, and homeless
advocates—

““(A) for assistance in identifying and con-
tacting veterans who are homeless or at risk
of homelessness;

‘“(B) to coordinate appropriate outreach
activities with those organizations; and

““(C) to coordinate services provided to vet-
erans with services provided by those organi-
zations.

“(f) SUBMISSION OF REPORT.—Not later
than two years after the date of the enact-
ment of this section, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs
of the Senate and House of Representatives a
report on the Secretary’s plan under sub-
section (a), including goals and time lines for
implementation of the plan for particular fa-
cilities and service networks.

“§2023. Demonstration program relating to
referral and counseling for veterans
transitioning from certain institutions who
are at risk for homelessness
‘“(a) PROGRAM AUTHORITY.—The Secretary

and the Secretary of Labor (hereinafter in
this section referred to as the ‘Secretaries’)
shall carry out a demonstration program for
the purpose of determining the costs and
benefits of providing referral and counseling
services to eligible veterans with respect to
benefits and services available to such vet-
erans under this title and under State law.

‘“‘(b) LOCATION OF DEMONSTRATION PRO-
GRAM.—The demonstration program shall be
carried out in at least six locations. One lo-
cation shall be a penal institution under the
jurisdiction of the Bureau of Prisons.

‘“(c) SCOPE OF PROGRAM.—(1) To the extent
practicable, the demonstration program
shall provide both referral and counseling,
and in the case of counseling, shall include
counseling with respect to job training and
placement, housing, health care, and such
other benefits to assist the eligible veteran
in the transition from institutional living.

“(2)(A) To the extent that referral or coun-
seling services are provided at a location
under the program, referral services shall be
provided in person during the 60-day period
that precedes the date of release or discharge
of the eligible veteran under subsection
(£)(1)(B), and counseling services shall be fur-
nished after such date.

‘“‘(B) The Secretaries may furnish to offi-
cials of penal institutions outreach informa-
tion with respect to referral and counseling
services for presentation to veterans in the
custody of such officials during the 18-month
period that precedes such date of release or
discharge.

‘“(83) The Secretaries may enter into con-
tracts to carry out the counseling required
under the demonstration program with enti-
ties or organizations that meet such require-
ments as the Secretaries may establish.

‘“(4) In developing the demonstration pro-
gram, the Secretaries shall consult with offi-
cials of the Bureau of Prisons, officials of
penal institutions of States and political
subdivisions of States, and such other offi-
cials as the Secretaries determine appro-
priate.

‘(d) REPORT.—(1) Not later than two years
after the commencement of the demonstra-
tion program, the Secretary (after consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Labor) shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs
of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives a report on the program.

‘“(2) The report under paragraph (1) shall
include the following:

““(A) A description of the implementation
and operation of the program.

“(B) An evaluation of the effectiveness of
the program.
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“(C) Recommendations, if any, regarding
an extension of the program.

‘“(e) DURATION.—The authority of the Sec-
retaries to provide counseling services under
the demonstration program shall cease on
the date that is four years after the date of
the commencement of the demonstration
program.

‘(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) The term ‘eligible veteran’ means a
veteran who—

““(A) is a resident of a penal institution or
an institution that provides long-term care
for mental illness;

“(B) is expected to be imminently released
or discharged (as the case may be) from the
facility or institution; and

“(C) is at risk for homelessness absent re-
ferral and counseling services provided under
the program (as determined under guidelines
established by the Secretaries).

“(2) The term ‘imminent’ means, with re-
spect to a release or discharge under para-
graph (1)(B), the 60-day period that ends on
the date of such release or discharge.
“SUBCHAPTER V—HOUSING ASSISTANCE
“§2042. Supported housing for veterans par-

ticipating in compensated work therapies

‘“The Secretary may authorize homeless
veterans in the compensated work therapy
program to be provided housing through the
therapeutic residence program under section
2032 of title or through grant and per diem
providers under subchapter II of this chap-
ter.

“§ 2043. Domiciliary care programs

‘“(a) AUTHORITY.—The Secretary may es-
tablish up to 10 programs under section
1710(b) of this title (in addition to any such
program that is established as of the date of
the enactment of this section) to provide
domiciliary services under such section to
homeless veterans.

““(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Secretary $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 2003 and 2004 to establish the programs
referred to in subsection (a).

“SUBCHAPTER VII—OTHER PROVISIONS
“§2061. Grant program for homeless veterans
with special needs

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall
carry out a program to make grants to
health care facilities of the Department and
to grant and per diem providers in order to
encourage development by those facilities
and providers of programs targeted at meet-
ing special needs within the population of
homeless veterans.

‘“(b) SPECIAL NEEDS.—For purposes of this
section, homeless veterans with special
needs include homeless veterans who—

‘(1) are women;

‘(2) are 50 years of age or older;

‘(3) are substance abusers;

‘“(4) are persons with post-traumatic stress
disorder;

‘“(5) are terminally ill;

‘“(6) are chronically mentally ill; or

‘“(7T) have care of minor dependents or other
family members.

‘“(c) FunDING.—(1) From amounts appro-
priated to the Department for ‘Medical Care’
for each of fiscal years 2003, 2004, and 2005,
the amount of $10,000,000 shall be available
for the purposes of the program under this
section.

‘(2) The Secretary shall ensure that funds
for grants under this section are designated
for the first three years of operation of the
program under this section as a special pur-
pose program for which funds are not allo-
cated through the Veterans Equitable Re-
source Allocation system.

“§ 2062. Dental care

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section

1712(a)(1)(H) of this title, outpatient dental
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services and treatment of a dental condition
or disability of a veteran described in sub-
section (b) shall be considered to be medi-
cally necessary, subject to subsection (c),
if—

‘(1) the dental services and treatment are
necessary for the veteran to successfully
gain or regain employment;

‘(2) the dental services and treatment are
necessary to alleviate pain; or

‘(3) the dental services and treatment are
necessary for treatment of moderate, severe,
or severe and complicated gingival and peri-
odontal pathology.

‘“(b) ELIGIBLE VETERANS.—Subsection (a)
applies to a veteran who is—

‘(1) enrolled for care under section 1705(a)
of this title; and

‘(2) who is receiving care (directly or by
contract) in any of the following settings:

““(A) A domiciliary under section 1710 of
this title.

‘“(B) A therapeutic residence under section
2032 of this title.

“(C) Community residential care coordi-
nated by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
under section 1730 of this title.

‘(D) A setting for which the Secretary pro-
vides funds for a grant and per diem pro-
vider.

‘“(c) LIMITATION.—Dental benefits provided
by reason of this section shall be a one-time
course of dental care provided in the same
manner as the dental benefits provided to a
newly discharged veteran.

“§2063. Technical assistance grants for non-
profit community-based groups

‘‘(a) GRANT PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall
carry out a program to make technical as-
sistance grants to nonprofit community-
based groups with experience in providing as-
sistance to homeless veterans in order to as-
sist such groups in applying for grants under
this chapter and other grants relating to ad-
dressing problems of homeless veterans.

‘“(b) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be
appropriated to the Secretary the amount of
$750,000 for each of fiscal years 2002 through
2005 to carry out the program under this sec-
tion.

“§2064. Annual report on assistance to home-
less veterans

‘‘(a) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than April
15 of each year, the Secretary shall submit
to the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of
the Senate and House of Representatives a
report on the activities of the Department
during the calendar year preceding the re-
port under programs of the Department
under this chapter and other programs of the
Department for the provision of assistance
to homeless veterans.

““(b) GENERAL CONTENTS OF REPORT.—Each
report under subsection (a) shall include the
following:

‘(1) The number of homeless veterans pro-
vided assistance under those programs.

‘“(2) The cost to the Department of pro-
viding such assistance under those programs.

“(3) Any other information on those pro-
grams and on the provision of such assist-
ance that the Secretary considers appro-
priate.

‘“(4) The Secretary’s evaluation of the ef-
fectiveness of the programs of the Depart-
ment (including residential work-therapy
programs, programs combining outreach,
community-based residential treatment, and
case-management, and contract care pro-
grams for alcohol and drug-dependence or
use disabilities) in providing assistance to
homeless veterans.

‘(6) The Secretary’s evaluation of the ef-
fectiveness of programs established by re-
cipients of grants under section 2011 of this
title and a description of the experience of
those recipients in applying for and receiv-
ing grants from the Secretary of Housing
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and Urban Development to serve primarily
homeless persons who are veterans.

‘(c) HEALTH CARE CONTENTS OF REPORT.—
Each report under subsection (a) shall in-
clude the following with respect to programs
of the Department addressing health care
needs of homeless veterans:

‘(1) Information about expenditures, costs,
and workload under the program of the De-
partment known as the Health Care for
Homeless Veterans program (HCHV).

‘(2) Information about the veterans con-
tacted through that program.

““(3) Information about processes under
that program.

‘‘(4) Information about program treatment
outcomes under that program.

‘(6) Information about supported housing
programs.

‘(6) Information about the Department’s
grant and per diem provider program under
subchapter II of this chapter.

“(7) Other information the Secretary con-
siders relevant in assessing the program.
“§2065. Advisory Committee on Homeless

Veterans

‘“(a)(1) There is established in the Depart-
ment the Advisory Committee on Homeless
Veterans (hereinafter in this section referred
to as the ‘Committee’).

‘(2) The Committee shall consist of not
more than 15 members appointed by the Sec-
retary from among the following:

““(A) Veterans service organizations.

“(B) Advocates of homeless veterans and
other homeless individuals.

“(C) Community-based providers of serv-
ices to homeless individuals.

‘(D) Previously homeless veterans.

“(BE) State veterans affairs officials.

“(F) Experts in the treatment of individ-
uals with mental illness.

‘(G) Experts in the treatment of substance
use disorders.

‘“‘(H) Experts in the development of perma-
nent housing alternatives for lower income
populations.

‘(I) Experts in vocational rehabilitation.

¢“(J) Such other organizations or groups as
the Secretary considers appropriate.

‘“(3) The Committee shall include, as ex
officio members—

‘““(A) the Secretary of Labor (or a rep-
resentative of the Secretary selected after
consultation with the Assistant Secretary of
Labor for Veterans’ Employment);

‘“(B) the Secretary of Defense (or a rep-
resentative of the Secretary);

‘(C) the Secretary of Health and Human
Services (or a representative of the Sec-
retary); and

‘(D) the Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development (or a representative of the Sec-
retary).

‘“(4) The Secretary shall determine the
terms of service and pay and allowances of
the members of the Committee, except that
a term of service may not exceed three
years. The Secretary may reappoint any
member for additional terms of service.

““(b)(1) The Secretary shall, on a regular
basis, consult with and seek the advice of the
Committee with respect to the provision by
the Department of benefits and services to
homeless veterans.

‘““(2)(A) In providing advice to the Sec-
retary under this subsection, the Committee
shall—

‘(i) assemble and review information relat-
ing to the needs of homeless veterans;

‘‘(ii) provide an on-going assessment of the
effectiveness of the policies, organizational
structures, and services of the Department
in assisting homeless veterans; and

‘“(iii) provide on-going advice on the most
appropriate means of providing assistance to
homeless veterans.
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‘“(8) The Committee shall—

““(A) review the continuum of services pro-
vided by the Department directly or by con-
tract in order to define cross-cutting issues
and to improve coordination of all services
with the Department that are involved in ad-
dressing the special needs of homeless vet-
erans;

‘(B) identify (through the annual assess-
ments under section 2034 of this title and
other available resources) gaps in programs
of the Department in serving homeless vet-
erans, including identification of geographic
areas with unmet needs, and provide rec-
ommendations to address those program
gaps;

“(C) identify gaps in existing information
systems on homeless veterans, both within
and outside of the Department, and provide
recommendations about redressing problems
in data collection;

‘(D) identify barriers under existing laws
and policies to effective coordination by the
Department with other Federal agencies and
with State and local agencies addressing
homeless populations;

“(E) identify opportunities for increased li-
aison by the Department with nongovern-
mental organizations and individual groups
addressing homeless populations;

‘“(F) with appropriate officials of the De-
partment designated by the Secretary, par-
ticipate with the Interagency Council on the
Homeless under title II of the McKinney-
Vento Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C.
11311 et seq.);

‘“(G) recommend appropriate funding levels
for specialized programs for homeless vet-
erans provided or funded by the Department;

‘‘(H) recommend appropriate placement op-
tions for veterans who, because of advanced
age, frailty, or severe mental illness, may
not be appropriate candidates for vocational
rehabilitation or independent living; and

‘“(I) perform such other functions as the
Secretary may direct.

‘“(c)(1) Not later than March 31 of each
year, the Committee shall submit to the Sec-
retary a report on the programs and activi-
ties of the Department that relate to home-
less veterans. Each such report shall
include—

“(A) an assessment of the needs of home-
less veterans;

‘““(B) a review of the programs and activi-
ties of the Department designed to meet
such needs;

‘“(C) a review of the activities of the Com-
mittee; and

‘(D) such recommendations (including rec-
ommendations for administrative and legis-
lative action) as the Committee considers
appropriate.

‘(2) Not later than 90 days after the receipt
of a report under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall transmit to the Committees on
Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate and House of
Representatives a copy of the report, to-
gether with any comments and recommenda-
tions concerning the report that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate.

“(3) The Committee may also submit to
the Secretary such other reports and rec-
ommendations as the Committee considers
appropriate.

‘“(4) The Secretary shall submit with each
annual report submitted to the Congress pur-
suant to section 529 of this title a summary
of all reports and recommendations of the
Committee submitted to the Secretary since
the previous annual report of the Secretary
submitted pursuant to that section.

“(d) The Committee shall cease to exist
December 31, 2006.”".

(2) The tables of chapters before part I and
at the beginning of part II are each amended
by inserting after the item relating to chap-
ter 19 the following new item:

¢‘20. Benefits for Homeless Veterans .. 2001”.
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(b) HEALTH CARE.—(1) Subchapter VII of
chapter 17 is transferred to chapter 20 (as
added by subsection (a)), inserted after sec-
tion 2023 (as so added), and redesignated as
subchapter IV, and sections 1771, 1772, 1773,
and 1774 therein are redesignated as sections
2031, 2032, 2033, and 2034, respectively.

(2) Subsection (a)(3) of section 2031, as so
transferred and redesignated, is amended by
striking ‘‘section 1772 of this title’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 2032 of this title’’.

(c) HOUSING ASSISTANCE.—Section 3735 is
transferred to chapter 20 (as added by sub-
section (a)), inserted after the heading for
subchapter V, and redesignated as section
2041.

(d) MULTIFAMILY TRANSITIONAL HOUSING.—
(1) Subchapter VI of chapter 37 (other than
section 3771) is transferred to chapter 20 (as
added by subsection (a)) and inserted after
section 2043 (as added by subsection (a)), and
sections 3772, 3773, 3774, and 3775 therein are
redesignated as sections 2051, 2052, 2053, and
2054, respectively.

(2) Such subchapter is amended—

(A) in the heading, by striking
HOMELESS VETERANS”;

(B) in subsection (d)(1) of section 2051, as so
transferred and redesignated, by striking
“‘section 3773 of this title” and inserting
‘‘section 2052 of this title’’; and

(C) in subsection (a) of section 2052, as so
transferred and redesignated, by striking
‘“‘section 3772 of this title” and inserting
“‘section 2051 of this title’.

(3) Section 3771 is repealed.

(e) REPEAL OF CODIFIED PROVISIONS.—The
following provisions of law are repealed:

(1) Sections 3, 4, and 12 of the Homeless
Veterans Comprehensive Service Programs
Act of 1992 (Public Law 102-590; 38 U.S.C. 7721
note).

(2) Section 1001 of the Veterans’ Benefits
Improvements Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-
446; 38 U.S.C. 7721 note).

(3) Section 4111.

(4) Section 738 of the McKinney-Vento
Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11448).

(f) EXTENSION OF EXPIRING AUTHORITIES.—
Subsection (b) of section 2031, as redesig-
nated by subsection (b)(1), and subsection (d)
of section 2033, as so redesignated, are
amended by striking ‘‘December 31, 2001’ and
inserting ‘‘December 31, 2006’’.

(g) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—

(1) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 17 is amended by striking the item
relating to subchapter VII and the items re-
lating to sections 1771, 1772, 1773, and 1774.

(2) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 37 is amended—

(A) by striking the item relating to section
3735; and

(B) by striking the item relating to sub-
chapter VI and the items relating to sections
3771, 3772, 3713, 3774, and 3775.

(3) The table of sections at the beginning of
chapter 41 is amended by striking the item
relating to section 4111.

SEC. 6. EVALUATION OF HOMELESS PROGRAMS.

(a) EVALUATION CENTERS.—The Secretary
of Veterans Affairs shall support the con-
tinuation within the Department of Veterans
Affairs of at least one center for evaluation
to monitor the structure, process, and out-
come of programs of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs that address homeless veterans.

(b) ANNUAL PROGRAM ASSESSMENT.—Sec-
tion 2034(b), as transferred and redesignated
by section 5(b)(1), is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘annual” in paragraph (1)
after ‘‘to make an’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(6) The Secretary shall review each an-
nual assessment under this subsection and
shall consolidate the findings and conclu-
sions of those assessments into an annual re-
port to be submitted to Congress.”’.

“FOR
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SEC. 7. STUDY OF OUTCOME EFFECTIVENESS OF
GRANT PROGRAM FOR HOMELESS
VETERANS WITH SPECIAL NEEDS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs shall conduct a study of the effective-
ness during fiscal year 2002 through fiscal
year 2004 of the grant program under section
2061 of title 38, United States Code, as added
by section 5(a), in meeting the needs of
homeless veterans with special needs (as
specified in that section). As part of the
study, the Secretary shall compare the re-
sults of programs carried out under that sec-
tion, in terms of veterans’ satisfaction,
health status, reduction in addiction sever-
ity, housing, and encouragement of produc-
tive activity, with results for similar vet-
erans in programs of the Department or of
grant and per diem providers that are de-
signed to meet the general needs of homeless
veterans.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 31, 2005,
the Secretary shall submit to the Commit-
tees on Veterans’ Affairs of the Senate and
House of Representatives a report setting
forth the results of the study under sub-
section (a).

SEC. 8. ADDITIONAL PROGRAMMATIC EXPAN-
SIONS.

(a) ACCESS TO MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES.—
Section 1706 is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

‘“(c) The Secretary shall develop standards
to ensure that mental health services are
available to veterans in a manner similar to
the manner in which primary care is avail-
able to veterans who require services by en-
suring that each primary care health care fa-
cility of the Department has a mental health
treatment capacity.”.

(b) COMPREHENSIVE HOMELESS SERVICES
PROGRAM.—Subsection (b) of section 2033, as
transferred and redesignated by section
5(b)(1), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘not fewer’’ in the first sen-
tence and all that follows through ‘‘services)
at’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘‘The Secretary shall carry out the
program under this section in sites in at
least each of the 20 largest metropolitan sta-
tistical areas.”.

(c) OPIOID SUBSTITUTION THERAPY.—Section
1720A is amended by adding at the end the
following new subsection:

‘(d) The Secretary shall ensure that opioid
substitution therapy is available at each De-
partment medical center.”.

SEC. 9. COORDINATION OF EMPLOYMENT SERV-
ICES.

(a) DISABLED VETERANS’ OUTREACH PRO-
GRAM.—Section 4103A(c) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph:

“(11) Coordination of services provided to
veterans with training assistance provided to
veterans by entities receiving financial as-
sistance under section 2021 of this title.”.

(b) LOCAL VETERANS’ EMPLOYMENT REP-
RESENTATIVES.—Section 4104(b) is amended
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘“(13) Coordinate services provided to vet-
erans with training assistance for veterans
provided by entities receiving financial as-
sistance under section 2021 of this title.”.
SEC. 10. USE OF REAL PROPERTY.

(a) LIMITATION ON DECLARING PROPERTY
EXCESS TO THE NEEDS OF THE DEPARTMENT.—
Section 8122(d) is amended by inserting be-
fore the period at the end the following: ‘‘and
is not suitable for use for the provision of
services to homeless veterans by the Depart-
ment or by another entity under an en-
hanced-use lease of such property under sec-
tion 8162 of this title.

(b) WAIVER OF COMPETITIVE SELECTION
PROCESS FOR ENHANCED-USE LEASES FOR
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PROPERTIES USED TO SERVE HOMELESS VET-
ERANS.—Section 8162(b)(1) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘‘(A)’’ after ‘“(b)(1)’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B) In the case of a property that the Sec-
retary determines is appropriate for use as a
facility to furnish services to homeless vet-
erans under chapter 20 of this title, the Sec-
retary may enter into an enhanced-use lease
without regard to the selection procedures
required under subparagraph (A).”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsection (b) shall apply to leases
entered into on or after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 11. MEETINGS OF INTERAGENCY COUNCIL
ON HOMELESS.

Section 202(c) of the McKinney-Vento
Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11312(c))
is amended to read as follows:

““(c) MEETINGS.—The Council shall meet at
the call of its Chairperson or a majority of
its members, but not less often than annu-
ally.”.

SEC. 12. RENTAL ASSISTANCE VOUCHERS FOR
HUD VETERANS AFFAIRS SUP-
PORTED HOUSING PROGRAM.

Section 8(o) of the United States Housing
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(0)) is amended by
adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

€(19) RENTAL VOUCHERS FOR VETERANS AF-
FAIRS SUPPORTED HOUSING PROGRAM.—

‘“(A) SET ASIDE.—Subject to subparagraph
(C), the Secretary shall set aside, from
amounts made available for rental assist-
ance under this subsection, the amounts
specified in subparagraph (B) for use only for
providing such assistance through a sup-
ported housing program administered in con-
junction with the Department of Veterans
Affairs. Such program shall provide rental
assistance on behalf of homeless veterans
who have chronic mental illnesses or chronic
substance use disorders, shall require agree-
ment of the veteran to continued treatment
for such mental illness or substance use dis-
order as a condition of receipt of such rental
assistance, and shall ensure such treatment
and appropriate case management for each
veteran receiving such rental assistance.

‘(B) AMOUNT.—The amount specified in
this subparagraph is—

‘(i) for fiscal year 2003, the amount nec-
essary to provide 500 vouchers for rental as-
sistance under this subsection;

‘(ii) for fiscal year 2004, the amount nec-
essary to provide 1,000 vouchers for rental as-
sistance under this subsection;

‘‘(iii) for fiscal year 2005, the amount nec-
essary to provide 1,500 vouchers for rental as-
sistance under this subsection; and

‘“(iv) for fiscal year 2006, the amount nec-
essary to provide 2,000 vouchers for rental as-
sistance under this subsection.

‘(C) FUNDING THROUGH INCREMENTAL AS-
SISTANCE.—In any fiscal year, to the extent
that this paragraph requires the Secretary
to set aside rental assistance amounts for
use under this paragraph in an amount that
exceeds that set aside in the preceding fiscal
year, such requirement shall be effective
only to such extent or in such amounts as
are or have been provided in appropriation
Acts for such fiscal year for incremental
rental assistance under this subsection.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. EVANS) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs estimates that there are
225,000 homeless veterans living on the
streets on any given night. Other orga-
nizations, VSOs, believe that the num-
ber is higher, closer to 300,000. Either
number is far, far too high and a na-
tional travesty.

For these veterans, access to VA ben-
efits, specialized services and effective
outreach are vital components to any
hope of individual stability and im-
provement in their prospects. The leg-
islation before the House today, H.R.
2716, is designed to provide assistance
to these men and women, with a na-
tional goal of ending chronic homeless-
ness among veterans within 10 years.

Mr. Speaker, legislation is about
more than programs and regulations; it
is about real people. Let me spend just
a moment describing to the House the
remarkable life of one, just one, but a
very, very important guy, who had his
life changed because of the VA. It made
a major difference in his life.

Stuart Alan Collick is a 39-year-old
veteran from my State of New Jersey.
Last month he appeared before the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs to tell
his story. Stuart joined the all-volun-
teer army at the age of 23 and told us
he could not think of any higher call-
ing than to serve his country, and he
did it with distinction. Stuart had
combat service in Grenada, and later
distinguished himself as an infantry-
man in the Persian Gulf War. He holds
the Army Service Ribbon with three
Oak Leaf Clusters, the Southwest Asia
Service Ribbon, three Bronze Stars,
and three Good Conduct Medals, and
the Combat Infantryman’s Badge,
among other official recognition. He
served, as I said, with distinction; and
he did his duty.

But, as you know, combat is an ex-
tremely unpleasant and a very terrible
experience for many and leaves scars
that sometimes do not heal. Mr.
Collick left the Army in 1992 a disillu-
sioned man and he began drinking, and
then he turned to hard drug use. With-
in 5 years of discharge, he had lost his
job, his family and his home, and was
on the streets. His life, like that of
many other homeless addicted vet-
erans, was in chaos.

Last year, Mr. Collick found the VA
Homeless Assistance Program of New
Jersey. With the VA’s help and with his
faith, he turned his life around, finding
new ways to cope. He found a job and
his own apartment. He developed new
friendships and reestablished relation-
ships with his family, which had been
severed.

Today Mr. Collick is working as a
carpenter and a foreman on the VA’s
veterans construction team at Lyons,
New Jersey, helping to build a commer-
cial greenhouse and teaching other vet-
erans how to build something positive,
showing them by his own personal ex-
ample that there is hope. Today Mr.
Collick is a role model. He is an inspi-
ration to his fellow veterans in early
recovery and drawing strength from his
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own experiences in the Army and in his
life.

This is what this bill is all about.
The VA’s construction project is a plan
of the innovative leader of New Jer-
sey’s Homeless Assistance Program for
Veterans, John Kuhn, who also testi-
fied at our hearing and is doing a mag-
nificent job; and he testified with a few
other veterans who, likewise, told their
stories of being down at the bottom,
but finding hope and finding that life-
saver from the VA.

Mr. Speaker, it is difficult to pin-
point any one cause of homelessness
among our veterans. Readjustment
problems are often associated with di-
rect exposure to combat, such as Mr.
Collick’s case, and that of thousands,
tens of thousands, of others like him,
who returned to a seemingly uncaring
society.

Also we know that the majority of
homeless veterans suffer from mental
illness, including posttraumatic stress
disorder. Illegal substance abuse often
complicates their situations. Some
have even served time in jail.

A veteran with an impaired mental
state often loses the ability to main-
tain stable employment. Absent em-
ployment, it eventually becomes dif-
ficult to maintain any type of perma-
nent housing. The vicious cycle can
only accelerate once employment and
housing are lost. The absence of these
two important anchors, employment
and housing, is a precursor for in-
creased utilization of medical re-
sources and emergency rooms, VA and
other public hospitals, and, unfortu-
nately, the resources of America’s
courtrooms, jails and prisons as well.

That is why our legislation takes a
comprehensive and multifaceted ap-
proach to addressing chronic homeless-
ness among veterans, concentrating
the resources of Federal agencies in
this campaign. For example, H.R. 2716
authorizes 2,000 additional HUD section
8 low-income housing vouchers phased
in over 4 years for homeless veterans in
need of permanent housing. These vet-
erans must be enrolled in the VA
health care, and priority will be given
to veterans under care for mental ill-
nesses or substance abuse disorders.
This is a modest proposal that, if suc-
cessful, I hope will be increased sub-
stantially going forward into the fu-
ture.

H.R. 2617 also authorizes $10 million
over 2 years for 10 new Domiciliary for
Homeless Veterans programs. These
programs, like the one at Lyons, New
Jersey, helped Stuart Collick. Again, it
was his lifeline; and they have proven
to be highly effective, and we need to
have more.

The bill improves and expands the
VA’s homeless grant and per diem pro-
gram. Currently, recipients of these
funds are already contributing substan-
tially to the fulfillment of this bill’s
objective, to reduce homelessness and
provide for the special needs of home-
less veterans. This bill authorizes $285
million over 4 years for that program.
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It also provides a new mechanism for
setting per diem payment so it will be
adjusted on a regular basis.

Working, as we all know, is an impor-
tant key to helping homeless veterans
rejoin American society, but employ-
ment is not possible unless a veteran
has access to quality medical care and
other supportive services. Safe and
drug-free housing is equally important.

The Department of Labor’s Homeless
Veterans Reintegration Program was
designed to put homeless veterans back
into the labor force. H.R. 2716 extends
and increases the authorization level
to $250 million over 5 years for this
very effective program.

As I indicated, prevention of home-
lessness among veterans is an impor-
tant objective of our bill. H.R. 2716 au-
thorizes a demonstration program to
learn whether earlier intervention can
prevent homelessness among formerly
institutionalized veterans. The pro-
gram would be carried out at six dem-
onstration sites, one of which would be
with the Bureau of Prisons facilities.
The purpose of this program is to pro-
vide incarcerated veterans with refer-
ral and counseling about job training,
housing, health care and other needs
determined necessary to assist the vet-
eran in transition from institutional-
ized living to civil life.

Mr. Speaker, these are just some of
the highlights of our comprehensive
bill, the Stuart Collick-Heather French
Henry Homeless Veterans’ Assistance
Act. I believe the bill accomplishes sev-
eral very important and interrelated
goals. It will provide needed assistance
to homeless veterans, lift them to a
sustainable level that will prevent
them from returning to a state of
homelessness, and help them to become
self-sufficient individuals who are ac-
countable for their own actions.

This bill will also hold all grant and
contract recipients accountable for
performing their promised services in
exchange for government investments
and promote a greater opportunity to
work across Departments to provide
the best possible service for our Na-
tion’s homeless veterans. It also spon-
sors innovative approaches at preven-
tion of homelessness in high-risk
groups within the veterans population.

Mr. Speaker, I want to take this op-
portunity to thank my very good
friend and colleague, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EVANS), the commit-
tee’s ranking member, for a bill he in-
troduced earlier, H.R. 936, to improve
Homeless Veterans Assistance Pro-
grams. The gentleman and his staff
have worked in good faith with me and
my staff in fashioning a bill that is
truly a bipartisan bill that has taken
many elements that are out there,
made those that are already working
hopefully more responsive, hopefully,
and, as this bill would do, provide addi-
tional resources for them. I do hope
that this will move through the House
and obviously to the Senate.

Mr. Speaker, I add the following for
the RECORD.
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U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, October 12, 2001.

Hon. MICHAEL G. OXLEY,

Chairman, Committee on Financial Services,
Rayburn House Office Building, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN OXLEY: Thank you for
your letter regarding your Committee’s ju-
risdictional interest in H.R. 2716, the ‘‘Stuart
Collick-Heather French Henry Homeless
Veterans Assistance Act”.

I acknowledge your committee’s jurisdic-
tional interest in this legislation and appre-
ciate your cooperation in moving the bill to
the House floor expeditiously. I agree that
your decision to forego further action on the
bill will not prejudice the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services with respect to its jurisdic-
tional prerogatives on this or similar legisla-
tion. I will include a copy of your letter and
this response in the Committee’s report on
the bill and the Congressional Record when
the legislation is considered by the House.

Thank you again for your cooperation.

Sincerely,
CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH,
Chairman.
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES,
Washington, DC, October 11, 2001.

Hon. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH,

Chairman, Committee on Veterans’
Cannon House Office Building,
ington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: I understand that
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs recently
ordered H.R. 2716, the Stuart Collick-Heather
French Henry Homeless Veterans Assistance
Act, reported to the House. As you know, the
Committee on Financial Services was grant-
ed an additional referral upon the bill’s in-
troduction pursuant to the Committee’s ju-
risdiction over housing under rule X of the
Rules of the House of Representatives.

Because of the importance of this matter,
I recognize your desire to bring this legisla-
tion before the House in an expeditious man-
ner and will waive consideration of the bill
by the Financial Services Committee. By
agreeing to waive its consideration of the
bill, the Financial Services Committee does
not waive its jurisdiction over H.R. 2716. In
addition, the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices reserves its authority to seek conferees
on any provisions of the bill that are within
the Financial Services Committee’s jurisdic-
tion during any House-Senate conference
that may be convened on this legislation. I
ask your commitment to support any re-
quest by the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices for conferees on H.R. 2716 or related leg-
islation.

I request that you include this letter and
your response as part of the Congressional
Record during consideration of the legisla-
tion on the House floor.

Thank you for your attention to these
matters.

Affairs,
Wash-

Sincerely,
MICHAEL G. OXLEY,
Chairman.
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. EVANS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I salute
the gentleman from New Jersey (Chair-
man SMITH) as well. He has done excel-
lent work in bringing this bill about on
a very short basis. We know the gen-
tleman has outlined it pretty well. I
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wanted to just offer a few random
thoughts.

Mr. Speaker, we were all horrified by
the devastation caused at the World
Trade Center in New York and the Pen-
tagon, as well as the tragic loss of in-
nocent life in Pennsylvania which also
occurred. Since these senseless acts of
terrorism, our service members have
been called to put their lives on the
line once again.

Many of us have paused to take stock
of how America treats their fallen he-
roes, our veterans. Fortunately, we
have a measure before us today that re-
flects the appreciation of a grateful
Nation. This bipartisan legislation we
brought to the House floor today will
benefit our homeless veterans.

Originally, I had introduced com-
prehensive homeless veterans legisla-
tion in the 106th Congress. Earlier this
year I again introduced comprehensive
legislation, which received the support
of more than 130 bipartisan cosponsors,
H.R. 936, as its predecessor was named,
to honor the contributions of Miss
America 2000 Heather French Henry on
behalf of the homeless veterans in our
country.

During her years of service as Miss
America, she was an untiring advocate
for our Nation’s veterans and suc-
ceeded as no one else in increasing pub-
lic awareness about this issue. She edu-
cated the American people as a result
and gave hope to those in need. She is
the daughter of a combat-wounded vet-
eran whom she accompanied to the VA
for his medical care. Her uncle was also
a combat veteran who became home-
less after his service to our Nation. She
advocated on behalf of homeless vet-
erans with sensitivity and compassion,
and I thank her for her contributions.

H.R. 936 addressed some of the most
pragmatic hurdles I believe homeless
veterans face in re-attaining optimum
independence and productivity. Many
of the building blocks for homeless vet-
erans’ programs are contained in the
VA’s mental health infrastructure, but
there is not enough vital substance
abuse and mental health care programs
to help our veterans on to the path of
sobriety and increased functionality.

I believe that H.R. 2716, as amended,
will help us address these deficits and
help balance and improve the VA’s pro-
gram for homeless veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
California (Mr. FILNER).

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the ranking member, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EVANS), for his long
years of activity on behalf of the home-
less veterans in this Nation, and the
gentleman from New Jersey (Chairman
SMITH), who brings his passion to this
activity; and when the gentleman from
New Jersey (Chairman SMITH) brings
passion to any area, he succeeds. I
thank the gentleman for bringing his
intensity to this bill and to this issue.

Mr. Speaker, it is disgraceful that in
this Nation, 250,000 to 350,000 veterans
are on the street every night; people
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who have served this country, men and
women who have risked their lives here
and abroad to give our Nation freedom,
and yet, for a variety of reasons, they
are homeless tonight.

It is a disgrace that this Nation al-
lows this to occur, and it is especially
a disgrace that as we are moving more
men and women into harm’s way, as we
fight this war of the 21st century, we
have their forbears on the street and
not able to participate fully in Amer-
ican life.
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We know we can change this situa-
tion.

Many of my colleagues have been to
what is referred to as stand-downs
around the Nation. The first one hap-
pened in my hometown of San Diego in
1987 and I have been at every one of
them since. The first 10 or so stand-
downs that I went to were immensely
moving. What we saw is that people
who had been fearful and without any
kind of roots in the community were
able to come together, be together for
3 days, and the whole community was
supporting them and brought in re-
sources that allowed them to be human
beings again, and it gave them the re-
sources, in fact, to take and become
part of society once more. There was
legal advice. There was medical advice.
There was job counseling. There were
dentists. There were clothes. There was
food. There was mental health coun-
seling, drug abuse counseling. But,
most of all, there was fellowship and
comradeship, and the sense that these,
our Nation’s veterans, can be cared for
once the community decided to do so.

Well, I went to those stand-downs for
a decade, moved by the results and
moved by the stories that I heard, but
then I said, we have learned from these
stand-downs that we can solve the
problem. For 3 days we have given
these men and women something to
hope for and something to share and a
way out of their predicament, but what
happens to the other 362 days? Why
does this country not care for those
veterans, our veterans, the other 362
days? I said, I am tired of going to
stand-downs. What we have to do as a
Nation is bring all of those programs
together and deal with these heroes of
our society.

That is what the chairman of the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs is at-
tempting to do with this bill, and that
is what the ranking member, the gen-
tleman from Illinois, (Mr. EVANS), with
his contributions and his original bill,
have attempted to do. They have at-
tempted to bring the different pro-
grams together that we know work
around medical care, around housing,
around job development, around sub-
stance abuse and alcohol counseling
but, most of all, around the concept
that this Nation is not going to let vet-
erans languish on the streets of our
country. We have had enough of this.
As we are sending new folks into bat-
tle, and as we are creating new vet-
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erans, we cannot forget the quarter of
a million, the 350,000 that are on the
streets tonight.

So this bill is a step, a major step, a
big step in the direction of bringing
those programs together and telling
the Nation that we are going to get rid
of this problem. I hope that this bill
does not become just a bill that au-
thorizes some programs, that this is a
bill that is funded, fully funded to take
care of people who have taken care of
us. We can no longer tolerate this in
America. I ask my colleagues not only
to pass this bill, but to fight in the ap-
propriations process for money and to
take any step that must be taken after
this to address the issues that we know
have to be addressed.

Mr. Speaker, this is not rocket
science. We know what to do. We know
how to bring the resources together.
The community does that in San Diego
and virtually in every major city and
other small towns across this country
during the stand-downs. Let us make
this bill a stand-down for 365 days a
year where veterans of our Nation, the
heroes of our Nation, can get the help
they need and return to our society as
productive members. Once again, Mr.
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH) and I thank
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EVANS). We are going to take care of
our heroes.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself 1 minute, just
to thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. FILNER) for his kind re-
marks and also to make note that the
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. MORAN),
the chairman of our Subcommittee on
Health, was very, very helpful in
crafting this legislation. He is not here
today because he is at the White
House, or he would be here.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Connecticut (Mr. SIMMONS), a member
of the committee and a Vietnam vet-
eran himself.

(Mr. SIMMONS asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
full and complete support of the Home-
less Veterans Assistance Act. First and
foremost, this is a bipartisan bill. I
think that is incredibly important.
During consideration of this bill and
its various parts within the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs, there were some
occasional disagreements, but these
were all resolved on a bipartisan basis
and all of the various elements of this
bill came together so that when this
bill ultimately was marked up and re-
ported out of committee, my recollec-
tion is that it was unanimous and in
fact, I am certain it was unanimous. I
think that is an important part of why
this is a good bill and why this bill de-
serves our support.

I believe that all bills dealing with
veterans should be bipartisan, because
their service to their country is not
based on a partisan consideration.
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When you are in the field, when you
are on the frontline, when you are in a
foxhole, when you are flying an air-
plane, when you are on an aircraft car-
rier or submarine, you do not ask the
party affiliation of your comrade in
arms. It does not matter. What matters
is that you are serving a great Nation
and you should be rewarded for your
service because you did serve a great
Nation, and that should be bipartisan.

I will also note that this bill, in ad-
dressing the issue of homelessness, sets
a national goal to eliminate homeless-
ness among veterans in 10 years, in 10
years. I think that is an important
goal, and I think that is a goal that we
should work towards.

It also provides veterans and home-
less veterans, especially those with
mental issues, priority when it comes
to the benefits of this bill. I think that
is a very important thing to consider. I
left Vietnam in 1972. My last tour in
Vietnam ended in 1972. That was al-
most 30 years ago. Here we are 30 years
later, and there are still Vietnam vet-
erans on the streets of our cities home-
less in our communities across this
country. Thirty years after the war is
over, and there are still homeless vet-
erans.

The problem is that the issue of
homelessness with veterans goes be-
yond simply providing a house, a place
to live, a structure. One cannot be
happy in a house if one is not happy in
one’s own heart or in one’s own head.
For many of these veterans, we have to
get to the issues of their heart and
their head before we can find a home
for them.

That is exactly what this legislation
does. It partners the veteran with peo-
ple in various bureaucracies, various
elements of the administration, var-
ious aspects of the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs so that this veteran can
actually come home in his heart and in
his head to a home.

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I
support this bill, and I thank the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SMITH),
the chairman of our committee, and
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EVANS), the ranking member, and the
members of the committee for their
fine work on this bill.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume just to conclude.

At the end of every movie we always
see a list of credits, and they are the
people really, not just the director or
even the actor or actress that makes
that movie, it is that cast of people
that really do the nuts and bolts work
of any movie. Well, the same goes for
legislation. I think every one of us are
very well aware how important staff is,
and I just want to say how grateful I
am to the professionalism and the com-
petence and, above all, the compassion
of our very fine staff. It is a bipartisan
staff headed up by Pat Ryan, our Chief
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Counsel and Chief of Staff; John Brad-

ley, Kimberly Cowins, Greg Car-
michael, Kingston Smith, Jeannie
McNally, Summer Larson, Darryl
Kehrer, Paige McManus, Peter

Dickenson, Devon Seibert, Jerry Tan
and Art Wu, and the ranking member’s
staff, including Mike Dunishin and
Susan Edgerton, all of whom played
major roles in crafting this legislation.
I want to express my sincerest grati-
tude.

Mr. Speaker, this truly is a bipar-
tisan bill. We really want to end the
horrific tragedy of homelessness for
our veterans, end it for everyone, but
first and foremost, those who served
this country.

Mr. MORAN of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the
homeless assistance bill before the House
today is a bipartisan product. The Committee
has combined the best elements of the Chair-
man'’s bill, H.R. 2716, the Homeless Veterans
Assistance Act of 2001, with those of Mr.
Evans’ bill, H.R. 936, and | believe our efforts
will make a major impact in stemming home-
lessness in the veteran population.

This legislation incorporates accountability,
innovation, prevention, and funding programs
that work to reduce homelessness. | believe
these are the right tools, and this is the right
moment, for us to make a concerted effort to
help our homeless veterans.

| want to thank Mr. FILNER and Mr. EVANS
for their excellent work to bring this consensus
bill to the House floor today. | congratulate the
Chairman of our full Committee, Ranking
Member EvANs and other Members who have
worked on this bill for their substantial con-
tribution to an effort to finally solve this vexing
problem. The latest count of homeless vet-
erans totals over 225,000. Those of us who
are comfortable in our lives have no idea how
horrible these veterans lives are. Access to
VA benefits, specialized services and effective
outreach are vital components to any hope
these individuals have in changing their lives.

This bill can help our country’s veterans re-
turn to a state of self-sufficiency, accountable
for their own actions, with life skills to cope.
Our goal is to eliminate chronic homelessness
among veterans within ten years. By voting for
this bill we take the first step in obtaining our
goal of reducing our homeless veteran popu-
lation. Also, some of our efforts may serve as
models for homeless assistance programs for
others.

Mr. Speaker, our veterans cannot wait any
longer for us to take action on this problem.
Homeless veterans need assistance today;
they need our help. Please support this meas-
ure.

Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in strong support of H.R. 2716, the
James  Drappeaux-Stuart  Collick-Heather
French Henry Homeless Veterans Assistance
Act. | am proud to be a cosponsor of this
measure and | would like to thank Chairman
SMITH, Ranking Member EvaNns, and my col-
leagues on the Veterans Affairs Committee for
their hard work on this importannt legislation.

For far too long, too many of the men and
women who have served in our nation’s mili-
tary have been homeless. It is a sad fact that
an estimated 225,000 veterans throughout the
United States live on the streets. That is why
| am pleased today to support the passage of
H.R. 2716, which is a critical step in address-
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ing this shameful situation in our country.
Among several other provisions included in
this bill, H.R. 2716 authorizes 2,000 additional
HUD section 8 low-income housing vouchers
over 4 years for homeless veterans, estab-
lishes a grant program for homeless veterans
with special needs, and establishes a limited
dental provision for veterans using VA home-
less programs. In addition, H.R. 2716 estab-
lishes evaluation centers for programs that
serve homeless populations and requires an-
nual program assessments to be submitted to
Congress. These are just a few of the many
critical provisions in H.R. 2716 that will help
eliminate the problem of chronic homeless-
ness among veterans. | ask my colleagues to
join me in support of this important legislation
for the men and women who have sacrificed
so much in defense of liberty and democracy.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
strong support of H.R. 2716, the Homeless
Veterans Assistance Act of 2001. | urge my
colleagues to join in supporting this timely ap-
propriate legislation.

This legislation authorizes, in addition to the
current existing program, 500 Department of
Housing and Urban Development low-income
housing vouchers per year for the next 4
years. Along with this, the bill also requires the
Veterans Health Administration to increase the
number of caseworkers so that all veterans
who receive such a housing voucher can be
seen by a case manager.

The legislation also requires the VA to en-
sure the accuracy of its reporting system on:
the demand for services by homeless vet-
erans, the level of understanding among grant
recipients of their responsibility to serve home-
less veterans, and the development of an
evaluation system to analyze the progress of
veterans enrolled in the program, and on the
overall effectiveness of the various homeless
programs. The Secretary is also given the au-
thority to rescind or recover homeless grant
funds from those programs that fail to meet
their established guidelines for using such
money with relation to offering services to
homeless veterans.

In terms of specific funding, the bill provides
$60 million for fiscal year 2002 for the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs Homeless Grant and
Per Diem Program, and raises this amount to
$75 million for fiscal years 2003—2005. More-
over, it also directs the VA Secretary to estab-
lish 10 new domiciliary for homeless veterans
programs, and authorizes $5 million per year
for this purpose beginning in 2003.

Finally, the legislation strengthens and ex-
pands job training and counseling services of-
fered through the Department of Labor's
Homeless Veterans Reintegration Program.
Additional services are authorized through the
creation of a demonstration project in six loca-
tions for veterans in institutional confinement,
particularly those with substance abuse prob-
lems or mental illnesses. These services are
designed to facilitate the successful reintegra-
tion of the veteran into productive society.

The issue of homeless veterans is one of
our Government’s more significant failures
with regards to military and social policy.
Every night thousands of veterans sleep on
the streets or inside shelters. Additionally,
many of these individuals have criminal
records, substance abuse problems, and are
often mentally ill.

Simply put, this is inexcusable. These vet-
erans answered their country’s call to service
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in their prime years. We as a nation have an
obligation to these men and women to ensure
that they at least have a roof over their heads,
and whatever assistance they may require to
deal with the demons of mental illness or sub-
stance abuse. This bill takes a significant step
toward this goal. Accordingly, | urge my col-
leagues to lend it their wholehearted support.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I'd also like
to thank our distinguished chairman and rank-
ing member of the House Veterans Affairs
Committee for crafting this bipartisan legisla-
tion that targets the specialized needs of a
often-neglected population within the veterans
community—the homeless—which has very lit-
tle access to services. Last year, the VA
issued a report on homeless veterans. It found
that during 1999 there were an estimated
344,983 homeless veterans, an increase of 34
percent above the 1998 estimate. Many of our
homeless veterans suffer from post traumatic
stress disorder (PTSD) and other mental ill-
nesses in addition to drug addiction. Unfortu-
nately, the VA has cut the number of inpatient
beds in half.

Many have argued, and the committee has
heard testimony to this effect, that the lack of
inpatient beds has adversely affected the qual-
ity of care for veterans who suffer from sub-
stance abuse, many of whom are homeless.
The VA admitted during a hearing that they
have not met 1996 capacity requirements for
substance abuse. So while I'm happy H.R.
2716 authorizes more resources for homeless
programs and promotes greater accountability
and oversight for these programs, | have con-
cerns with some of VA's policies, which may
hinder implementation.

In particular, the VA’'s move from inpatient
hospital settings to community based clinics
may have unintentionally turned homeless vet-
erans away from treatment. Therefore, | hope
this legislation will enable the VA to better
serve this population through aggressive out-
reach efforts and to render much-needed serv-
ices as quickly as possible.

The events of the past month have re-
minded us that our Nation’s peace and secu-
rity must be protected at any cost. Those men
and women who answer the call to defend our
democracy when it is under attack should be
assured that we will take care of them during
their time of crisis.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
SMITH) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2716, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds of
those present have voted in the affirm-
ative.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.
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FRANCIS BARDANOUVE UNITED
STATES POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2876) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located in Harlem, Mon-
tana as the ‘‘Francis Bardanouve
United States Post Office Building.”

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2876

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. FRANCIS BARDANOUVE UNITED
STATES POST OFFICE BUILDING.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 216
2nd Street, S.W. in Harlem, Montana, shall
be designated and known as the ‘‘Francis
Bardanouve United States Post Office Build-
ing”’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the United
State Post Office referred to in subsection
(a) shall be deemed to be a reference to the
“Francis Bardanouve United States Post Of-
fice Building”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have b5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on the bill now under
consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 2876. This legislation, intro-
duced by our distinguished colleague,
the gentleman from Montana (Mr.
REHBERG), designates the facility of
the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 216 2nd Street, Southwest, in
Harlem, Montana, as the Francis
Bardanouve Post Office Building.

Francis Bardanouve was a Montana
State Representative from 1958 to 1994.
He chaired the powerful House Com-
mittee on Appropriations for nearly 2
decades. His integrity and respect from
his colleagues transcended party lines.
He was a longtime farmer-rancher in
Blaine County, Montana.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of H.R.
2876, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
House Committee on Government Re-
form, I am pleased to join my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Virginia
(Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS), in consideration
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of this postal naming legislation, H.R.
2876, which names a Post Office in Har-
lem, Montana after Francis
Bardanouve, which was introduced by
the gentleman from Montana (Mr.
REHBERG) on September 10, 2001.

Francis Bardanouve represented Har-
lem, Montana for 36 years, most nota-
bly as chairman of the powerful House
Committee on Appropriations. He was
labeled a conservative Democrat who
began his career in the Montana Legis-
lature House of Representatives in 1959,
serving until his retirement a few
years ago. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Montana (Mr. REHBERG)
for introducing this measure, and I
would certainly urge swift passage.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Mon-
tana (Mr. REHBERG), the sponsor of the
bill.

Mr. REHBERG. Mr. Speaker, let me
begin by thanking my colleagues from
the Committee on Government Reform
for favorably reporting this piece of
legislation. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
chairman of the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform and the ranking member
for expediting House Resolution 2876
that designates the Post Office build-
ing in Harlem, Montana as the Francis
Bardanouve Post Office. I also thank
the majority leader, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. ARMEY), for scheduling
this bill today.

It is important that from time to
time we honor individuals within the
circle of our communities, those whose
lives quietly reflect the best that all of
us reach for. Francis Bardanouve is
such a person.

Francis’s distinguished record in the
Montana House of Representatives
spanned 5 decades. When his career
began in 1959, Dwight Eisenhower was
President and George W. Bush was just
another 12-year-old boy in Midland,
Texas.
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Francis was born, raised, educated in
Blaine County, Montana. His roots en-
twine back to a Prussian bandmaster
on one side of his family and a French
farmer on the other. Besides serving
actively as a legislator, Francis has
worked hard his whole life as a farmer,
a rancher, a husband, and a father.

Having had the privilege of serving
three sessions with Francis in the Mon-
tana House, I can sum up his public
service simply: common sense and
compassion. He was both tight-fisted
and Kkindhearted. As a long-serving
Democrat chairman of the House Com-
mittee on Appropriations, Francis said,
“I voted against things I'd like to sup-
port. I left frustrated at times because
there were things I'd like to do, but we
didn’t have the money.”

Former Montana Governor Ted
Schwinden reaffirms this by stating:
“Francis was more parsimonious with
the taxpayers’ dollar than any other
chairman over the years.”
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When Francis announced his retire-
ment in 1999, the Montana House of
Representatives passed a resolution
honoring him and designating a

“Francis Bardanouve Appreciation
Day.”
This resolution aptly stated:

“Francis Bardanouve has never sought
personal distinction or reward, but has
had his leadership role cast upon him
. The strong hands of Francis
Bardanouve have played a major role
in shaping the destiny of Montana.”

By designating the Harlem, Montana
Post Office the ‘‘Francis Bardanouve
Post Office,”” we honor not only a good
Montanan who quietly did his duty for
many years, but we pay tribute to all
those who honorably serve their com-
munity and this country day after day
without expecting praise.

Public officials come and go, but
Francis, please know that your deeds
and service will remain forever en-
graved in the archives of our Nation,
the post office in your community, and
the hearts of your family and friends.

Mr. Speaker, I urge strong support of
House Resolution 2876, and I include for
the RECORD a news article regarding
this legislation.

The article referred to is as follows:
[From the Independent Record, Apr. 15, 1993]

LAWMAKER HONORED FOR YEARS OF SERVICE
(By Bob Anez)

Rep. Francis Bardanouve bowed his head
and blushed Wednesday as he listened to a
half-hour tribute from the Montana House
commemorating his 34 years as a state law-
maker.

“It’s almost overwhelming,” he told legis-
lators after hearing praise about his efforts
during three decades in the House. ‘‘What-
ever I have done is what you helped me do.”

Bardanouve, a Harlem Democrat, was first
elected to the Legislature in 1958 and has
served as chairman of the powerful House
Appropriations Committee in 10 sessions.

He will not run for re-election next year
because the newly drawn legislative districts
prevent him from seeking his current seat.

Gov. Marc Racicot read a proclamation de-
claring Wednesday ‘‘Francis Bardanouve
Day.”

The document lauded Bardanouve for
faithfully and diligently serving the inter-
ests of the people in his district and the
state. It calls Bardanouve a ‘‘living institu-
tion.”

The House unanimously approved a resolu-
tion honoring Bardanouve’s years of service
and branding him ‘‘one of the Treasure
State’s living treasures.”’

The measure cites his sense of fairness,
willingness to listen and ability to make in-
formed decisions.

“Francis Bardanouve has always faced the
legislative challenge with energy, wisdom,
keen wit and a dedication to the common
good,”” the resolution says. ‘‘Francis
Bardanouve has never sought personal dis-
tinction or reward, but has had his leader-
ship role cast upon him.”’

The resolution calls him a believer in
equality, fairness and integrity, and adds,
“The strong hands of Francis Bardanouve
have played a major role in shaping the des-
tiny of Montana.”’

Several former and present lawmakers who
have sat next to Bardanouve over the years
recalled their sessions with the Harlem farm-
er.
Speaker John Mercer, a Polson Republican
who was 2 years old when Bardanouve first
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became a legislator, advised him, ‘‘Take

great pride in your accomplishments.

“This House will always belong to you
Francis,” he added.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I once again want to
commend the gentleman for honoring
such an outstanding individual by
naming a post office after former Rep-
resentative Bardanouve.

I also want to thank him for edu-
cating many of us who did not know
that there was a Harlem, Montana.
Generally, when we think of Harlem,
we think of New York. So we thank the
gentleman on both counts.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I urge all Members to support
this measure, H.R. 2876, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2876.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

EARL T. SHINHOSTER POST
OFFICE

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2261) to des-
ignate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 2853 Candler
Road in Decatur, Georgia, as the ‘“Earl
T. Shinhoster Post Office.”

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2261

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. EARL T. SHINHOSTER POST OFFICE.

(a) DESIGNATION.—The facility of the
United States Postal Service located at 2853
Candler Road in Decatur, Georgia, shall be
known and designated as the ‘“Earl T.
Shinhoster Post Office’.

(b) REFERENCES.—AnNy reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record of the United States to the facility re-
ferred to in subsection (a) shall be deemed to
be a reference to the Earl T. Shinhoster Post
Office.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. Jo ANN DAVIS) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have b5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on H.R. 2261.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2261, introduced by
our distinguished colleague, the gentle-
woman from Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY)
designates the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 2853
Candler Road in Decatur, Georgia, as
the Earl T. Shinhoster Post Office
Building.

Members of the entire House delega-
tion from the State of Georgia are
original cosponsors of this legislation.

Earl Shinhoster was a dedicated com-
munity servant, both locally and glob-
ally. His efforts to observe and monitor
elections in Africa helped to promote
democracy and freedom, while his serv-
ice as a Georgia State coordinator of
voter education and his many roles
with the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People helped
strengthen domestic civil liberties,
voting rights, and equality.

His persistence to forward our Na-
tion’s values will be missed, and this
post office designation is a fitting trib-
ute to his memory.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of H.R.
2261, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the
Committee on Government Reform, I
am pleased to join my colleague, the
gentlewoman from Virginia (Mrs. Jo
ANN DAVIS), in consideration of H.R.
2281, which names a post office in Deca-
tur, Georgia, after Earl T. Shinhoster.

H.R. 2261 was introduced by the gen-
tlewoman from Georgia (Ms. MCKIN-
NEY) on June 20, 2001.

Earl T. Shinhoster, a native of Sa-
vannah, Georgia, was a prominent civil
rights leader and Director of the
NAACP’s Voter Endowment Project, a
national voter registration project. He
dedicated 30 years of his life to working
in various leadership positions with the
NAACP, serving as the organization’s
Acting Executive Director and Chief
Economic Officer for 2 years in the
mid-1990s.

Until his death last year, Mr.
Shinhoster was involved in his busi-
ness, the Shinhoster Group, and served
as President of the Sister Cities Asso-
ciation of Greater Decatur, Inc.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague,
the gentlewoman from Georgia (Ms.
MCKINNEY), for introducing this meas-
ure to honor such an outstanding indi-
vidual who spent so much time with
the National Association for the Ad-
vancement of Colored People. We all
know the role that it has played in the
development and protection of civil
rights and civil liberties in this coun-
try.

I would urge swift passage of this
bill.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY).

Ms. MCKINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding time
to me.

Mr. Speaker, I also thank my col-
league, the gentlewoman from Virginia
(Mrs. Jo ANN DAVIS), and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. DAVIS), for
their kind words on behalf of Mr.
Shinhoster.

I was very happy to introduce this
bill several months ago, and to an-
nounce its introduction at a special
memorial service held at Martin Lu-
ther King, Jr.’s former church, Ebe-
nezer Baptist Church.

First, let me thank the gentleman
from Indiana (Chairman BURTON), for
his help and cooperation in bringing
this important legislation to the floor.
When this bill leaves the House, Sen-
ator MAX CLELAND of Georgia will
usher it through the Senate.

BEarl Shinhoster, for those who did
not have a chance to know him or
know of him, was a wonderful activist,
father, husband, and friend. I knew him
first as an activist. Most of America
got a chance to know him because he
was an activist.

But as we got to know him, we
learned that he operated in many di-
mensions; that while he served the
family of man, he was also very much
a family man.

His wife, Ruby, was so generous. She
shared her Earl with all of us. And al-
though Earl was also a father to Mi-
chael Omar, Earl also fathered to the
vitality of the movement for the rights
of America’s poor and dispossessed. I
thank Ruby and I thank Michael Omar.

The family of activists that helped to
make America a better place were all
friends of Earl Shinhoster: Reverend
James Orange, former Ambassador An-
drew Young, Mrs. Coretta Scott King,
and our own colleague, the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS).

But now Earl has joined the legion of
human rights activists who came be-
fore him, from Sojourner Truth to Har-
riet Tubman, from Frederick Douglass
to Henry McNeal Turner. It was Turner
who said, “I am here to demand my
rights and to hurl thunderbolts at the
man who would dare to cross the
threshold of my manhood. . . .”

This line alone epitomizes the life
Earl Shinhoster led. Earl was strong,
proud, well-spoken, and internation-
alist. It has been little more than a
year since Earl left us, but I can rest in
the certainty that Martin is on his left
side and Malcolm is on his right side.

Earl died an untimely death, but we
know that his life was not spent in
vain. I just want to take a moment to
reflect on his legacy of helping and
serving, and to suggest to all who will
use this post office that the man we
honor is well worth their emulation.

When Earl believed in a thing, he
gave himself wholeheartedly. Earl
served as Executive Director and CEO
of the national NAACP in Baltimore,
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but Earl was also the Chairman of the
Georgia delegation to the National
Summit on Africa, and lived every day
of his adult life working on behalf of
his people.

In the words of Walter Butler, Jr.,
President of the Georgia State Con-
ference of the NAACP, ‘“Earl gave his
life that others could enjoy the fruits
of the Constitution of life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness.”

For younger people, if they were to
study his life, they would find a man
who came through the ranks of the
civil rights movement. Earl started out
in Savannah, Georgia, an area I used to
represent in my first term in Congress,
the old 11th District of Georgia.

In Savannah, he was active in the
Connie Wimberly Youth Council. From
there, it was on to the NAACP, which
became for Earl a labor of love. He
started out as a volunteer youth leader
and rose all the way to the CEO posi-
tion.

Like Malcolm and Martin, Earl was
international. His passion for Africa,
her suffering, and his efforts among the
people there was another part of Earl’s
ministry. He once served as Field Di-
rector for the National Democratic In-
stitute in Ghana, where he trained
local citizens to serve as election mon-
itors.

From Ghana his interest spread to
Liberia. At the time of his death, he
was assisting the country of Liberia.
He was touring the United States with
Liberia’s First Lady, Mrs. Jewel How-
ard-Taylor, offering an opportunity for
black Americans to learn firsthand
what was happening in Liberia and how
we could help.

As a result, the country of Liberia,
by order of its President, made Earl T.
Shinhoster a citizen of Liberia post-
humously, offered land to his family,
and is helping to establish the Earl T.
Shinhoster People to People for Africa
Foundation.

We now are in a position to honor
Earl and ensure his legacy. We are in a
position to ensure that his work and
mission continue.

This bill would not have come this
far without the support of the Georgia
delegation to the House of Representa-
tives, and I would like to personally
thank the gentlemen from Georgia, Mr.
COLLINS, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. LINDER, Mr.
LEWIS, Mr. BISHOP, Mr. DEAL, Mr. KING-
STON, Mr. NORwWOOD, Mr. CHAMBLISS,
and Mr. BARR, in their endorsement of
this bill.

In closing, the circumstances that
led to the tragic accident that claimed
the life of this civil rights icon serve as
marching orders for us to continue the
valiant pursuit for justice, peace, and
equity.

The tire that blew out and reportedly
led his Ford Explorer to flip out of con-
trol was discovered to be a Firestone
tire, the same model tire whose defec-
tive design has led to the death of doz-
ens of people and scores of injuries
across the world.

Firestone, in its beginning through
colonial conquests in Africa, seized
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millions of acres of land to exploit the
rubber that produces their tires, and
today still holds the property. This
hold contributes to the fight for space
within this war-torn area.

So in addition to building on his leg-
acy, we have to fight on behalf of fami-
lies and victims of the Ford Explorer/
Firestone Tires debacle, and we must
fight for the people of Africa who are,
all too often, unable to fight for them-
selves. We must help them find a way
to stop the plunder and rape of Africa’s
human, mineral, and strategic re-
sources.

To date, Firestone and Ford are re-
luctant to admit responsibility for the
failure of their products. I know Earl
will not rest until we help Africa re-
ceive real security and peace through
justice.

In life, Earl believed his work for the
NAACP, for civil rights, for equal
rights did not suffer while he worked
on Africa-related issues. Indeed, we
know that the work for human rights
has no boundaries and knows no end as
long as there is evil on this Earth.

I have received Earl’s marching or-
ders, and I know that all is well with
him as long as each and every one of us
who was touched by him remembers his
values and America’s values as we tra-
verse these dangerous times right now.

Let us continue to show the world, as
Earl T. Shinhoster did through his
work, that if you work on behalf of the
people, you will truly live forever.

0 1700

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I have no further speakers at
this time, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield as much time
as she might consume to the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. MEEK).

(Mrs. MEEK of Florida asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my colleague for allowing me
this opportunity to say a few words
about Earl Shinhoster.

I knew Earl Shinhoster, and it is an
honor to rise in support of H.R. 2261,
designating a post office in Decatur,
Georgia. It is in Decatur, Georgia; but
Earl Shinhoster is known throughout
this world.

Mr. Shinhoster is an American hero
who led the southeast region of the
NAACP during the last decades of the
20th century. I am proud to have
known Earl Shinhoster and to share in
the magnificent legacy he has left for
America.

Mr. Shinhoster played a defining role
in America’s quest for justice and
equality of opportunity during a major
transitional period in the Nation’s his-
tory. Designating this post office in his
honor pays tribute to a young Amer-
ican crusader whose courage and wis-
dom appealed to our noblest character
as a Nation, and the committee should
be commended for naming this post of-
fice after Earl Shinhoster. So does
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honor go to the gentlewoman from
Georgia (Ms. MCKINNEY), who has al-
ways been a fighter in the area of civil
rights, for taking the opportunity to
recognize all of the good things that
Earl Shinhoster did.

He labored, struggled, sacrificed, and
gave his all to address the challenges of
racial equality, wherever they
emerged, police use of deadly force,
academic excellence in the schools, ra-
cial disturbances, fair immigration
practices, school busing, fair housing,
insurance redlining, mortgage dis-
crimination practices, fair political re-
districting, voter education, and par-
ticipation.

The history of Earl Shinhoster is a
history of African Americans in the
southeastern United States. His life
chronicles the ongoing struggle of Afri-
can Americans for equal rights and so-
cial justice. For those of us who knew
him and worked with him, this post of-
fice will cause us to pause and reflect
on his journey and remind us of the
challenges that we must meet in this
day and time.

For generations of Americans to
come, the naming of this post office
lets them know that there was a young
American named Earl T. Shinhoster
whose intelligence, vision, and leader-
ship guided his people and this country
toward our goal of freedom, justice,
and democracy for all.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
it is my pleasure to yield such time as
he might consume to the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. LEWIS), who is noted
as a contemporary pioneer of the civil
rights movement.

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
I want to thank my dear friend and col-
league, the gentleman from Illinois
(Mr. DAVIS), for yielding the time; and
I want to thank my friend and col-
league, the gentlewoman from Georgia
(Ms. MCKINNEY), my neighbor next
door, for bringing this legislation be-
fore us.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support
the designation of the Earl T.
Shinhoster Post Office in Decatur,
Georgia. Earl Shinhoster was a great
American.

I knew Earl. He was a friend of mine.
He had a distinguished career of public
service in Georgia, the Nation, and the
world. Before his premature death last
year, Earl lived in DeKalb County,
Georgia, in metropolitan Atlanta with
his family. He was a devoted husband,
father, and brother. He was more than
just a resident of Georgia; he was a cit-
izen of the world.

Earl was born and reared in Savan-
nah, Georgia. He loved our State. He
loved our Nation. He traveled the
length and breadth of the American
South, into south Georgia and to the
delta of Mississippi and the black belt
of Alabama, eastern Arkansas, North
Carolina, South Carolina, the bayou of
Louisiana. Everybody in this part of
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the country knew Earl Shinhoster. He
also traveled to Africa. He cared about
her people, and he loved the people of
the motherland.

Earl Shinhoster was a leader of the
NAACP for more than 35 years. At the
time of his death he was a director of
Voter Empowerment, a national voter
registration and education program. He
was involved in efforts to raise census
participation among blacks and others.
It is because of his tireless work for
voter education and voter participa-
tion, voter registration, turning out
the vote, that many of us are where we
are today.

Earl Shinhoster cared about people.
He loved people. He was a graduate of
Morehouse College. He 1loved More-
house. He loved his school. He cared
about human rights and civil rights. He
cared deeply about all of the people of
this land and of this planet. He cared
about being empowered and empow-
ering others. He cared about equal ac-
cess and equal opportunity.

Throughout his life, Earl was always
looking for creative ways to break
down the barriers that separated us, to
make things a little fairer, a little bet-
ter. He truly lived to make a dif-
ference. I was there.

Mr. Speaker, Earl’s eyes were always
on the prize. He did not have time for
small talk or just playing around or
what some people call horsing around.
He was a very serious young man.

Though his life was tragically cut
short, his legacy must live on so that
others may know and be inspired by
this great American and the unbeliev-
able impact he had on Georgia and our
Nation and so much of our world.

For these reasons and others, Mr.
Speaker, I support the designation of
the Earl T. Shinhoster Post Office in
Decatur, Georgia.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I do not have any addi-
tional speakers, but I do know the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. THOMP-
SON) had intended to be here and speak
on behalf of this bill; and had he been
able to make it, I am sure that he
would have done so.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank all of
those who have spoken, because
through their eloquence, they have per-
mitted us the opportunity to relive the
life and legacy of Earl Shinhoster and
also to pay tribute and recognize the
tremendous work of the NAACP.

As a matter of fact, I was in Decatur,
Illinois, Saturday with the Illinois
chapters and there are so many simi-
larities and so many things are rel-
evant. So I simply thank all of them.

I commend the life and the work of
Earl Shinhoster.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself 1 minute to
conclude.
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Mr. Speaker, I think we have all
heard how much Mr. Shinhoster was
admired and respected by his col-
leagues and how much he has done for
Georgia. I urge all Members to support
this measure.

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, if | were asked
to describe Earl T. Shinhoster in a single
word, “patriot” would be the first that would
come to mind.

From his teen-age years until his untimely
death at 47, he devoted his life to making the
promises so eloquently expressed in the Dec-
laration of Independence and the U.S. Con-
stitution—promises such as justice, oppor-
tunity, and the freedom to pursue one’s
dreams—apply to every citizen.

We could also call him a “relentless fighter”
and a “thoughtful leader.”

Earl Shinhoster exemplified all of these
qualities during three decades of service with
the NAACP. As executive director and chief
economic officer, he achieved renewed sta-
bility by sharply increasing membership and
reducing indebtedness. As director of the
Voter Empowerment Project, he increased
registration and opened the political process to
thousands of people. During the last census,
he worked diligently to boost participation by
African Americans in an effort to ensure that
every American would be counted.

In one of his final public appearances, he
urged fellow members of the NAACP to al-
ways keep fighting for the cause of human-
ity—and to always uphold the values they
learned in their family, church and school. He
was a man of courage, of commitment and of
principle.

Mr. Speaker, | urge our colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 2261, a bill introduced by my col-
league from Georgia, Congresswoman MCKIN-
NEY, to name a Decatur, Georgia Post Office
in memory of Earl T. Shinhoster, as a fitting
tribute to a great American patriot.

Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise to speak
of my friend Earl Shinhoster, who died on
June 11, 2000, in a car accident.

This good man joined many of us in strug-
gling to make America better in innumerable
ways. He spent 30 years with the National As-
sociation for the Advancement of Colored
People (NAACP).

This organization was the original civil rights
organization, and it still stands among the
great leaders for human rights in the world.

Earl Shinhoster began at the age of 13
stuffing envelopes, sitting-in and picketing for
the basic civil rights of American people. He
stayed with it, humbly saying later in life that
he had never had a real job, just a calling and
a movement.

He served as the NAACP director of the
Southeast until he was called in 1995 to be
acting director and chief executive officer of
the national organization.

While in the South, he traveled to every
meeting he could attend, in cities, on farms, in
the poorest areas of the poorest area of our
nation. No one was beneath him; no one was
too poor or oppressed for his attention, love
and service.

Few of us have served so well and so con-
sistently as Earl Shinhoster. Few have asked
for less compensation or sought less recogni-
tion. He was a servant of the people, of free-
dom and of God. Earl Shinhoster was a grad-
uate of Morehouse College, where | also grad-
uated.
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When he died in that automobile accident,
he was picked up by a chariot and taken to a
higher place. He asked for no praise, but he
will never be forgotten. Where he walked,
there remains traces of his life on the hearts
of everyone. We must all be grateful for his
life and sing his memory in our songs.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2261.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

CONGRESSMAN JULIAN C. DIXON
POST OFFICE BUILDING

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2454) to redesig-
nate the facility of the United States
Postal Service located at 5472
Crenshaw Boulevard in Los Angeles,
California, as the ‘“‘Congressman Julian
C. Dixon Post Office Building,” as
amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2454

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REDESIGNATION.

The facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 5472 Crenshaw Boulevard
in Los Angeles, California, and known as the
Latijera Station, shall be known and des-
ignated as the ‘“Congressman Julian C.
Dixon Post Office”.

SEC. 2. REFERENCES.

Any reference in a law, map, regulation,
document, paper, or other record of the
United States to the facility referred to in
section 1 shall be deemed to be a reference to
the Congressman Julian C. Dixon Post Of-
fice.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS) and the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Davis)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Virginia (Mrs. JO ANN
DAVIS).

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days within which to revise and extend
their remarks on the bill, H.R. 2454.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2454, introduced by
our distinguished colleague, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATSON),
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designates the facility of the United
States Postal Service located at 5472
Crenshaw Boulevard in Los Angeles,
California as the Congressman Julian
C. Dixon Post Office. Members of the
entire House delegation from the State
of California are co-sponsors of this
legislation.

Julian C. Dixon served as a Member
of Congress representing the Los Ange-
les, California area. Mr. Dixon served
10 terms in the U.S. House and had just
been elected to an 11th term when he
passed away in December of last year.
Congressman Dixon was a tireless ad-
vocate of civil rights and as the highest
ranking Democrat on the Permanent
Select Committee on Intelligence, a
highly respected voice on national se-
curity issues. He was also a friend of
many Members of this House and will
be sorely missed.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of H.R.
2454, as amended.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pride
and pleasure that I stand to help honor
and pay tribute to the late Congress-
man Julian Dixon. Julian grew up in
California, went to school, went in to
the military, returned home, finished
college, went to law school, became a
member of the California assembly. He
was a graduate of California State Uni-
versity in 1962 and a 1967 graduate of
Southwest University Law School in
Los Angeles. He served in the military
from 1957 to 1960, rising to the rank of
sergeant before returning home where
he practiced law.

Mr. Dixon got involved in public ac-
tivities and public life. He was elected
to the California assembly. He was
elected to the U.S. House of Represent-
atives where he served as a senior
member of the powerful Committee on
Appropriations where he once chaired
the Subcommittee on the District of
Columbia. In addition to serving as
ranking Democrat on the House Per-
manent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, he served as chairman of the
Committee on Standards of Official
Conduct.

During the 1980’s, Julian Dixon was
the chairman of the Congressional
Black Caucus. He was noted as being a
sound politician who was not only well
respected among his colleagues but his
constituents also. I was pleased to call
him brother because we both were
members, and I still am, of Alpha Phi
Alpha fraternity where Julian was well
known, well respected and well loved.

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my
colleagues to support H.R. 2454, to
name a post office the Julian C. Dixon
Post Office Building.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 5 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATSON), the au-
thor of this legislation.
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Ms. WATSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to speak in support of
H.R. 2454, a bill I introduced to name a
United States post office in my con-
gressional district, and Julian’s, after
the late Congressman Julian C. Dixon.

Julian Dixon dedicated his life to
serving his community. He ably rep-
resented his friends, his neighbors, and
his constituents from Los Angeles and
Culver City in Congress for over 2 dec-
ades. We went to high school together.
I graduated the year ahead of him, and
I followed him into the legislature.
When he went to Congress, I went to
the Senate. I took his staff, who re-
mained with me for over a decade.

During his tenure, Julian served his
community, his country and this insti-
tution by often taking on some of the
toughest jobs here in Congress. Among
those tough assignments was his chair-
manship of the House Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct. As
chairman of this ethics panel, Julian
was praised for the even-handed and de-
liberate manner in which he handled
difficult cases involving his colleagues
in the House.

Julian also served as the most senior
Democrat on the House Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence. His
colleagues in the House and within the
U.S. intelligence establishment have
often commented on how they valued
Julian’s experience and wisdom on
questions of national security.

With the risk and challenges of
America’s current struggle against ter-
rorism, Julian’s contribution to this ef-
fort will be sorely missed by his
friends, his colleagues and his constitu-
ents.
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While serving his Nation, dJulian
never forgot about serving his commu-
nity back home in Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia, and in Culver City. When the
1992 civil disturbances tore apart
neighborhoods in Los Angeles, Julian
responded with creative ideas to re-
build neighborhoods and restore the
hope. He fought for aid to small busi-
nesses and families impacted by the
emergency. Typical of his approach
was the ‘“‘Angel Gate’ program, which
takes disadvantaged youth from inner
city schools and gives them the oppor-
tunity to get additional math and
science education from the California
National Guard. When the Northridge
Earthquake struck Los Angeles in 1994,
Julian once again responded quickly to
help his community recover.

Julian’s commitment to Los Angeles
was not limited to responding to crises.
He was a tireless booster of his commu-
nity and worked to bring improve-
ments to the lives of his constituents.
Many Angelenos probably remember
him as a moving force behind the con-
struction of the region’s public transit
infrastructure. Anyone from Los Ange-
les knows that traffic is a constant
challenge. Julian worked hard to find
solutions to improve mobility for all
Angelenos.
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But I believe that Julian’s most last-
ing legacy will be his commitment to
civil rights. Julian represented a dis-
trict that is still one of the most di-
verse in the country, both in ethnic or-
igin and social economic status.
Throughout his career, he worked to
promote policies that would give all
Americans the opportunity they de-
serve to share in the American Dream.
Julian was a tireless advocate for his
constituents, his community, and his
Nation. The ‘‘Congressman Julian C.
Dixon Post Office” can only be a small
part of the legacy of this great Amer-
ican; but I am so proud to play a role
in serving the memory of my class-
mate, my friend, my neighbor, and my
congressman, Julian C. Dixon.

H.R. 2454, T am proud to say, has been
cosponsored by 69 of Julian’s House
colleagues from both parties; and I
would like to thank Speaker HASTERT,
Leader GEPHARDT, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. ARMEY), the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. BONIOR), and the
entire California delegation for their
cosponsorship. I am certain that Julian
would be honored by the amount of
support that this bill has received.

Once again, I thank my colleagues,
and I urge a huge vote for H.R. 2454.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 4 minutes to the distinguished
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding me this
time and also for his work in bringing
forward this bill, and I thank the gen-
tlewoman from Virginia as well for her
work.

I am particularly grateful to the gen-
tlewoman from California, the worthy
successor of Julian Dixon, for her work
early in her term in bringing forward a
bill that she will find unanimous agree-
ment on, I am almost sure, in this
body.

Mr. Speaker, we like to think that
post offices are named on the basis of
sheer merit. I am not prepared to speak
in the aggregate, but I will vouch for
this one. No one was prepared for the
sudden death of Julian Dixon, or for
that matter of any Member; and when
Julian died, he brought a huge plane
load of people from both parties to
California to his funeral. Least pre-
pared, of course, were his own constitu-
ents, if I may say so, and a close second
were the residents of the District of Co-
lumbia, whom he served for 15 years as
Chair of the Subcommittee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia of the Committee on
Appropriations.

It should be enough to have a post of-
fice named for you because you were a
good Member, or even that you served
two districts, the way Julian did, his
own preeminently, but also the Dis-
trict of Columbia; but I would like to
put forward four reasons why I think
this courthouse naming is especially
merited: the unique institutional role
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that Julian carved out in the Congress,
his prolific work as a model legislator,
his unique service to the District of Co-
lumbia, and the character and
collegiality of this man, one of our
most admired in this House.

First, institutionally. Julian not
only served his constituents with the
most extraordinary excellence, he

served this institution uniquely. He
was Chair of the Committee on Stand-
ards of Official Conduct when the
Speaker of his party was brought be-
fore the committee, and he was a Mem-
ber of the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence advising on the
security of the United States of Amer-
ica. Very difficult assignments, which
he performed, passionate man though
he was, with such balance and non-
partisanship that his stature grew in
this House to a towering dimension. He
served on both these committees at
very difficult periods in the life of this
body.

Second, his work as a legislator and
as a model for other Members, Julian
was fifth on the Committee on Appro-
priations when he died. He had been
named one of 12 unsung heroes for his
sheer ability to gather support for his
position on appropriations and in the
Congress. Of course, he brought mil-
lions of dollars to his own district in
California; but he will be remembered
just as much as the architect of appro-
priations in the national interest, espe-
cially civil rights.

Third, his unique role in service to
the Nation’s Capital. Here was a labor
of love, Mr. Speaker. Because you get
nothing for being Chair of the Sub-
committee on the District of Columbia.
Of course, this was a native Washing-
tonian whose parents took him to Cali-
fornia. That should have been enough
for Julian to say ‘‘bye-bye, D.C.” In-
stead, he, in fact, for 14 years, worked
tough love with great respect for self-
government and democracy in the Na-
tion’s Capital.

Finally, the man himself. Here is a
Member who ranks among the most ad-
mired. If there were a list of all-time
most admired, Julian Dixon is going to
be right up there near the top. Why?
Character, temperament, for
collegiality, for intelligence, for hard
work.

He was a man of few words. He did
not jump up on this House floor every
time we were in session just to say
what everybody else was already say-
ing. And people, therefore, listened,
stopped to listen, stopped to hear, be-
cause they knew when Julian spoke it
was worth hearing.

In naming a courthouse for Julian
Dixon, we only begin the process of
honoring a man of the House who al-
ways will be remembered, I believe, in
the House that he loved.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished
gentlewoman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD).

Ms. MILLENDER-McDONALD. Mr.
Speaker, let me first thank the gen-
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tleman from Illinois and the gentle-
woman from Virginia for their manage-
ment of this bill, and my dear friend
and colleague, the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WATSON), for sponsoring
this important piece of legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to pay hom-
age to the late Julian Dixon, the great
Congressman who represented the 32nd
Congressional District of California.
Julian Dixon served in the House of
Representatives with distinction and
honor. He was a personal friend whom
I admired and respected. It is appro-
priate and fitting that we are honoring
his life and political legacy by redesig-
nating the post office located at 5472
Crenshaw Boulevard in his name.

Julian Dixon was a tireless public
servant. He aspired to and succeeded in
effectively representing his constitu-
ents. Julian won reelection in west Los
Angeles with over 84 percent of the
vote. He enjoyed immense bipartisan
support among his peers. He was known
for his integrity, patience, intellect
and diligence. Those qualities served
him particularly well during his tenure
as the ranking Democrat on the House
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence and as a senior member of the
Committee on Appropriations. He pre-
viously chaired the Subcommittee on
the District of Columbia for the full
Committee on Appropriations. At a
time when allies for the District were
few in numbers, Julian’s efforts were,
indeed, Herculean.

Leadership was always his calling;
and during the 1980s, he served as the
chairman of the Congressional Black
Caucus. His leadership was under a mi-
croscope and bright lights during his
term as chairman of the Committee on
Standards of Official Conduct. Julian’s
chairmanship coincided with the turbu-
lent era of House scrutiny that focused
on ethics violations by a former illus-
trious Democratic Speaker of the
House, who was later forced to resign.
Julian Dixon had the unenviable task
of conducting a fair and impartial bi-
partisan investigation of a well-re-
spected Speaker. With his quiet and
calm demeanor, Julian dispelled false
notions that he could not be fair in
conducting a historic investigation. He
proved his detractors wrong and re-
ceived kudos for his impartiality.

An astute politician, Representative
Dixon was also a staunch ally of the
defense industry in California. As a
member of the Subcommittee on De-
fense, he planned his work and worked
his plan until he delivered the scope of
appropriations necessary to ensure the
competitiveness of defense contracting
companies in Southern California.

Julian was committed to ensuring
that the Los Angeles transportation
system would accommodate the needs
of his citizens. He was especially atten-
tive to expanding the commuter rail.
His efforts were instrumental in ena-
bling employees to reach work via rail
as opposed to having to rely on per-
sonal vehicles.

The premature death of Representa-
tive Dixon surprised all of us, because
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as elected officials from Southern Cali-
fornia, we relied on his steadfastness
and consistency. Although his passing
created a tremendous sense of loss for
the members of the Congressional
Black Caucus, it sparked a resurgence
of political rededication by local elect-
ed officials to seize the mantle of lead-
ership and fill the void.

Julian cast a giant political shadow,
and we continue to reflect on his last-
ing political contributions. I treasure
my service in Congress with my former
colleague. The naming of this post of-
fice in his name is a small symbol of
our congressional gratitude for his
work. But our efforts pale in compari-
son to the wonderful and many deeds
he performed on behalf of the constitu-
ents he loved and faithfully served.

Nonetheless, I am proud to offer my
political support on behalf of H.R. 2454.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WOOLSEY).

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, Con-
gressman Julian Dixon was a legisla-
tive pioneer and a trusted colleague. It
is only fitting that this post office in
Los Angeles be named as a testament
to his legendary career.

During Julian’s 22 years in Congress,
he worked tirelessly as an advocate for
the people of the 32nd district of Cali-
fornia, as well as for all of the people of
California and of the people of this Na-
tion.

One of Julian’s most notable, but
perhaps lesser-known, accomplish-
ments came in 1994, when he spear-
headed the passage of a bill that pro-
vided $8.6 billion in relief for the Los
Angeles earthquake victims, and spe-
cifically forbade using the funds for
discrimination on the basis of sexual
orientation.
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This was the first time language ban-
ning sexual discrimination was in-
cluded in Federal law.

Julian was a great hero. He was a
great hero for human rights. We in this
body must follow his example. We must
build on the essence of his inclusive vi-
sion. Mr. Speaker, we miss Julian.

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I have no further re-
quests for time, although I note that
the gentleman from California (Mr.
FARR) and the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. LEWIS) were desirous of making
comments relative to the contributions
made by Representative Dixon. I know
all of the brothers of our fraternity,
Alpha Phi Alpha, every time they visit
California and get an opportunity, each
one of them will go by and visit the Ju-
lian C. Dixon Post Office.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman from Virginia for her courtesy.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself 30 seconds.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2454. I did not
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have the opportunity to know Mr.
Dixon, but he sounds like a great man
and I urge all of my colleagues to sup-
port this measure.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
| rise today in strong support of this legislation
which will redesignate the postal facility at
5472 Crenshaw Boulevard in Los Angeles as
the “Congressman Julian C. Dixon Post Office
Building,” in honor of my colleague and friend
Congressman Julian C. Dixon of California.
There is much that | could say, but a day, a
week, even a month would not allow me
enough time to express all that Julian C.
Dixon was to his family, colleagues, friends,
constituents nor to God’s good works here on
earth.

A son is a mother's and father’s best hopes
and dreams personified. A husband is a wife’s
best friend, companion and advisor. A father is
a counselor, aide and active participant in the
lives of his children. Congressman is the title
bestowed to those among us who are selected
by the residents of our communities to rep-
resent the people’s interest in our nation’s de-
mocracy. A leader among Members of Con-
gress demonstrates himself as a pillar of
strength for our community of public servants
who populate the halls of power within federal
government.

These are only a few of the titles that the
Honorable Julian C. Dixon gathered during his
brief 66 years with us.

Congressman Dixon honorably represented
the residents of the 32nd Congressional Dis-
trict for twenty-two years. He was first elected
in 1978 to serve the residents of the 32nd Dis-
trict of California, which includes the greater
Crenshaw community, parts of West Los An-
geles, and the city of Culver City. Julian Dix-
on’s reputation as an intelligent, politically
savvy team player with high ethics and tough
judgement made him a mover and shaker on
Capitol Hill from his earliest days here in
Washington, DC.

Julian Dixon was appointed to the House
Appropriations Committee and rose quickly to
become chairman of the District of Columbia
Subcommittee, where he championed the
cause of disenfranchised District of Columbia
residents for a larger voice their city’s govern-
ance. As a member of the Appropriation Sub-
committee on Defense; the Subcommittee on
Commerce, Justice, State, and Judiciary; and
the Subcommittee on the District of Columbia
he always put people first, and did so with a
spirit of cooperation and conviction rarely
found in these hallowed halls.

As a member of the House Appropriations
Committee Congressman Dixon found ways to
balance the needs of poorer residents of his
District with those holding large economic in-
terests. For example, he sponsored a loan
guarantee act for small businesses hurt by
military base closings and defense contract
terminations.

Julian Dixon believed in helping the helpless
and proud to stand under that banner. He was
not apologetic, as some have been, because
of the scorn shown to public servants that
work for justice and equity for the poorest
Americans, while insuring fairness for all. In
living his convictions to serve all of his con-
stituents he stepped in with “dire emergency”
supplements for Los Angeles after the riots in
1992 and the Northridge earthquake in Janu-
ary 1994.

Because of his impeccable character and
commitment to the Democratic Party he
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chaired the rules committee at the Democratic
National Convention in 1989. Later in 1989 he
chaired the House ethics Committee where he
also served with distinction. In acknowledge-
ment of his keen leadership, In Janaury 1999,
Minority Leader RICHARD GEPHARDT pointed
the Congressman ranking member on the
House Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence, making him the highest—ranking
Democrat on this exclusive 16-member panel.

The 106th Congress marked Congressman
Dixon’s 11th term in the House of Representa-
tives. His work as a public servant was highly
respected, and his stature as a statesman un-
matched. For this reason and many others,
members from both sides of the aisle will miss
Julian. Julian Dixon, while serving in the
United States House of Representative, lived
the lessons of his life in earnest—truth, justice,
equality, and compassion for all.

God called Julian to Himself and now it is
our heavy burden to continue Congressman
Dixon’s example without his guidance and ma-
turity. This postal dedication is a fitting tribute
to a man whose, selflessness, compassion,
and patriotism serves as a beacon to all citi-
zens of this national committed to living in a
better America.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 2454, to dedicate a U.S. Postal
Service facility in Los Angeles after the late
Congressman Julian Dixon.

Representative Dixon proudly represented
west Los Angeles as a Member of Congress
from 1979 until his untimely passing in 2000.
He was the ranking Democrat on the House
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence
and a senior member of the Appropriations
Committee, where he tirelessly worked to ex-
pand and uphold civil rights.

Representative Dixon worked hard to rep-
resent his district and beyond. He was a
champion and leading supporter of the Los
Angeles commuter rail system. He was known
for his efforts to boost the economic standards
of his district and maintain the nation's com-
mitment to uphold basic human rights.

Representative Julian Dixon was regarded
as a leader, friend, and mentor to many of us.

| urge my colleagues to support this bill to
designate the post office in honor of Rep-
resentative Julian Dixon and his heroic work
throughout his lifetime.

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, | would like to
take this opportunity to honor the memory of
Representative Julian Dixon by strongly sup-
porting the redesignation of the facility of the
United States Postal Service located in Los
Angeles, California, as the “Congressman Ju-
lian C. Dixon Post Office Building.”

Born in Washington, D.C., Dixon moved to
Los Angeles where he attended California
State University at Los Angeles and earned a
law degree at Southwestern University. A
bold, consistent voice for minority rights, Dixon
devoted his life to serving Los Angeles, D.C.,
and the country as a whole.

Starting out as an attorney, he spent three
years in the California State Legislature where
he rose to the post of chairman of the Assem-
bly's Democratic Caucus before running to
represent the area of west Los Angeles in the
U.S. Congress. Once there, he tirelessly
served his district, which stretches from
Koreatown to Culver City and from Cheviot
Hills to Crenshaw, for eleven impressive
terms.

Dixon served on the Ethics and Appropria-
tions Committees, was the ranking Democrat
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on the House Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence, and chaired the subcommittee
overseeing the District of Columbia. Addition-
ally, he served as a chairman of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus.

He was a relentless, charismatic leader of
civil rights, education, and urban development
and loyally committed to his constituents. A
perfect example of this is the effort he put
forth in 1994 to introduce and spearhead the
passage of a bill providing $8.6 billion in relief
for Los Angeles earthquake victims. Because
this bill specifically forbade discrimination on
the basis of sexual orientation, it set a prece-
dent as the first language banning discrimina-
tion based on sexual orientation being in-
cluded in federal law. However, this was not
the only time he set precedent. While on the
Appropriations Committee, he successfully
lead the fight for federal funding of Los Ange-
les area public transportation measures—spe-
cifically its much-needed Metro Rail subway
project. Additionally, he responded to constitu-
ents needs by making constant inroads on
crime and gang prevention, by committing
himself to improving Los Angeles schools, and
by obtaining a “dire emergency” supplemental
appropriations bill after the Los Angeles riots
to meet emergency needs in his district and
other affected areas.

Julian Dixon is a true example of the dif-
ference one person’s passion can make upon
the lives of the American people and the way
government works. His life-long commitment
to improving his city and country is truly com-
mendable and will not be forgotten.

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, when Julian
Dixon became chairman of the House Ethics
Committee some years ago, a reporter asked
a political scholar at one of Washington’'s
think-tanks to evaluate the veteran House
member from California. The scholar thought
for a moment, and answered that he was basi-
cally a quiet man—but one who was also ex-
tremely bright, deep, thoughtful, tough, and
extraordinarily effective.

To those of us who knew him and served
with him, he was all of these things during his
many years of legislative service—and more!

To me, he was a mentor and friend. When
| arrived in Congress, | soon recognized that
while his style may have been low-key, he
was truly an impressive mover and shaker
who was achieving many things others were
unable to achieve—one who was uplifting the
poor and disadvantaged protecting the integ-
rity of the legislative process, and building a
stronger and more secure country.

While he fought as hard as anyone | know
for causes he believed in, he fought truthfully
and fairly. And, when it was over, he invariably
retained the deep respect and friendship of
those with whom he differed. There are many
fighters, but only a rare few who end up bring-
ing people closer together.

It is a privilege to rise in support of H.R.
2454 to designate a Post Office in his home-
town of Los Angeles as the “Congressman Ju-
lian C. Dixon Post Office Building.”

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, | urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 2454, a bill that would
name the U.S. post office facility on Crenshaw
Boulevard in Los Angeles after my good friend
Julian Dixon, who served in the House from
1979 until his death last December.

Julian was a giant of a man and a great leg-
islator. | was fortunate to have the opportunity
to know and work with him for three decades.
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He never asked for public credit or press at-
tention. He simply worked hard and effectively
for our country and the people he served. His
leadership over the years on the Appropria-
tions, Defense, Ethics and Intelligence Com-
mittees and in the Congressional Black Cau-
cus earned him the respect and admiration of
all Members of Congress. Julian never failed
to rise above partisanship for the good of the
Congress and our nation.

Congressman Dixon was a great statesman.
| urge the passage of this fitting tribute.

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 2454, to name a
Post Office in Los Angeles, California after my
friend, mentor, and fellow Angeleno, Con-
gressman Julian Dixon.

And | commend my colleague, Congress-
woman DIANE WATSON, for sponsoring this fit-
ting legislation.

| had the privilege of knowing Julian Dixon
for many years, including the years he served
with my father, Congressman Edward R. Roy-
bal, in the 1970s and 80s.

Julian Dixon’s achievements during his
nearly three-decade tenure as a legislator are
too numerous to recount.

He was chairman of the House ethics com-
mittee, maintaining bipartisanship on a tradi-
tionally partisan committee. A fighter in the
struggle for civil rights, he brought that com-
mitment to his chairmanship of the District of
Columbia Appropriations subcommittee where
he was a strong advocate for the rights of DC
residents. Recognizing his leadership capabili-
ties, Julian was elected Chairman of the influ-
ential Congressional Black Caucus in the
1980s. More recently, he served as ranking
democrat on the prestigious and demanding
Select Intelligence Committee.

While Julian accomplished many great
things during his tenure in the House of Rep-
resentatives, his first and most cherished pri-
ority was always his constituents and his Los
Angeles-area community.

Whether it was fighting for emergency fund-
ing for Los Angeles after the riot in 1992 and
the Northridge earthquake in 1994, or advo-
cating on behalf of the Los Angeles public
transportation system, Julian Dixon was a de-
voted and effective legislator.

His constituents and community will con-
tinue to benefit from his great legacy of serv-
ice for many years to come.

| can think of no more appropriate tribute
than to have a community institution, such as
this post office, named after Julian Dixon—for
Julian was and continues to be a true institu-
tion in his community and throughout our great
state of California.

Mr. BERMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 2454, designating the Con-
gressman Julian Dixon Post Office in Los An-
geles, California.

Julian Dixon was a true statesman who
served his constituents in California, and the
people of the United States with great distinc-
tion for over 20 years. Julian cared passion-
ately for the poor and worked to see that their
interests were heard in Washington. With se-
rene eloquence, Julian worked to increase di-
versity on the Hill, successfully initiated and
funded residential programs for “at risk” youth
in the inner city, and provided training and
education to the high school students of his
district in the high-tech defense industry for,
as he once stated, “what good is it to have
high tech weapons and inadequate training for
the kids who will be using them?”
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| am grateful to have served with Julian
Dixon and | know his constituents were grate-
ful for his service. Julian was one of those all-
too-rare Members of Congress who had the
ability to approach the most difficult and divi-
sive questions in a judicious, thoughtful, and
non-partisan manner. Julian served with dis-
tinction in many roles in Congress, but his
work as Chair of the Ethics Committee and
Chair of the District of Columbia Appropria-
tions Subcommittee perfectly illustrate his
commitment to take on thankless tasks in an
effort to make his country a better place.

This was a man who truly connected with
the people, regardless of where they lived.
There was never a time when he was too
busy to talk to those who wanted to bend his
ear; the Rayburn subway driver, the com-
mittee secretary, and of course, there was al-
ways time to talk to a former staffer. To name
this post office for Julian Dixon is to give prop-
er tribute to a man who dedicated his life to
public service.

Mr. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, | rise today to
join my colleagues in honoring the late Julian
C. Dixon. | had the distinct pleasure of coming
to Congress with Mr. Dixon in 1978 and it is
with a heavy heart that | pay tribute to him
today as a cosponsor of H.R. 2454 to redesig-
nate the U.S. Postal Service facility located at
5422 Crenshaw Boulevard in Los Angeles,
California as the Julian C. Dixon Post Office
Building.

With only four Democrats in that year's
freshman class, Mr. Dixon and | became fast
friends and close confidants. From the start, |
greatly admired his political sophistication and
extraordinary sensitivity. His reliably liberal
voice served as a consistent champion for mi-
norities, but was decidedly silent during par-
tisan wrangling. For this and many other rea-
sons, Mr. Dixon was held by the California
delegation as the moral compass of our State.
This body has lost a distinguished gentleman,
but will forever be richer in his memory.

Ms. HARMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 2454, which would name the
United States Postal Service located at 5472
Crenshaw Boulevard in Los Angeles in honor
of our colleague and friend, Julian C. Dixon.

As many have already said, Julian was a
wonderful person. His strength flowed from his
quiet, yet determined, manner. His success
derived from his friendliness and good humor
and his ability to fill the shoes of other individ-
uals, even adversaries.

As chairman of the District of Columbia Ap-
propriations Subcommittee, in particular, he
demonstrated that influence is often more
powerful when not exercised and that the abil-
ity of Congress to legislate outcomes is often
counter-productive  when actually used. He
had a deep respect for the citizens of the Dis-
trict, as he did for his own constituents.

The respect this chamber had for Julian is
evident by the difficult assignments he was
asked to undertake, including chairing the
House Committee on Standards for two suc-
cessive Congresses. Just prior to his death,
he was the ranking member on the House In-
telligence Committee, on which | also served
and where | had the opportunity to witness
both his love for our nation and his deep con-
cerned about its security.

Julian was the consummate legislator. He
believed in the innate goodness of people and
it was that belief which invariably helped him
win the day.
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As future generations pass by the Postal
Service at 5472 Crenshaw Boulevard in Los
Angeles, | hope they too will appreciate the
values, the service and dedication which char-
acterized the life of Julian C. Dixon.

| was proud to serve with him and proud to
have him as a friend.

Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, I yield back the balance of
my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
QUINN). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentlewoman from Vir-
ginia (Mrs. JOo ANN DAVIS) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 2454, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ‘“A bill to redesignate the
facility of the United States Postal
Service located at 5472 Crenshaw Bou-
levard in Los Angeles, California, as
the ‘Congressman Julian C. Dixon Post
Office’.”.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

COMMUNICATION FROM THE HON-
ORABLE CAROLYN B. MALONEY,
MEMBER OF CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Hon. CAROLYN B.
MALONEY, Member of Congress:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, October 10, 2001.
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington,
DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to formally no-
tify you pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules
of the House that I have received a subpoena
for testimony and documents issued by the
Supreme Court of New York.

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that the sub-
poena for testimony does not comply with
the requirements of Rule VIII.

Sincerely,
CAROLYN B. MALONEY,
Member of Congress.

————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 31 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess
until approximately 6:30 p.m.

————
7 1833
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HAYES) at 6 o’clock and 33
minutes p.m.

————
CONFERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 2904,
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. HOBSON submitted the following
conference report and statement on the
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bill (H.R. 2904) making appropriations
for military construction, family hous-
ing, and base realignment and closure
for the Department of Defense for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2002,
and for other purposes:

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. 107-246)

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2904) ‘‘making appropriations for military
construction, family housing, and base re-
alignment and closure for the Department of
Defense for the fiscal year ending September
30, 2002, and for other purposes,’” having met,
after full and free conference, have agreed to
recommend and do recommend to their re-
spective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as
follows:

In lieu of the matter stricken and inserted
by said amendment, insert:

That the following sums are appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated for military construction, family
housing, and base realignment and closure
functions administered by the Department of
Defense, for the fiscal year ending September 30,
2002, and for other purposes, namely:
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY
(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent pub-
lic works, military installations, facilities, and
real property for the Army as currently author-
ized by law, including personnel in the Army
Corps of Engineers and other personal services
necessary for the purposes of this appropriation,
and for construction and operation of facilities
in support of the functions of the Commander in
Chief, $1,778,256,000, to remain available until
September 30, 2006: Provided, That of this
amount, not to exceed $163,198,000 shall be
available for study, planning, design, architect
and engineer services, and host nation support,
as authorized by law, unless the Secretary of
Defense determines that additional obligations
are necessary for such purposes and notifies the
Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress of his determination and the reasons
therefor: Provided further, That of the funds
appropriated for ‘‘Military Construction, Army’’
under Public Law 106-52, $36,400,000 are re-
scinded.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY
(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent pub-
lic works, naval installations, facilities, and real
property for the Navy as currently authorized
by law, including personnel in the Naval Facili-
ties Engineering Command and other personal
services mecessary for the purposes of this ap-
propriation, $1,144,221,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2006: Provided, That of this
amount, not to exceed $34,152,000 shall be avail-
able for study, planning, design, architect and
engineer services, as authorizced by law, unless
the Secretary of Defense determines that addi-
tional obligations are mecessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress of his deter-
mination and the reasons therefor: Provided
further, That of the funds appropriated for
“Military Construction, Navy’’ wunder Public
Law 106-246, $19,588,000 are rescinded.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE
(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent pub-
lic works, military installations, facilities, and
real property for the Air Force as currently au-
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thorized by law, $1,194,880,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2006: Provided, That of
this amount, not to exceed $83,210,000 shall be
available for study, planning, design, architect
and engineer services, as authorized by law, un-
less the Secretary of Defense determines that ad-
ditional obligations are necessary for such pur-
poses and notifies the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress of his deter-
mination and the reasons therefor: Provided
further, That of the funds appropriated for
“Military Construction, Air Force’’ under pre-
vious Military Construction Appropriations
Acts, $4,000,000 are rescinded.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER AND RESCISSIONS OF
FUNDS)

For acquisition, construction, installation,
and equipment of temporary or permanent pub-
lic works, installations, facilities, and real prop-
erty for activities and agencies of the Depart-
ment of Defense (other than the military depart-
ments), as currently authorized by law,
$840,558,000, to remain available until September
30, 2006: Provided, That such amounts of this
appropriation as may be determined by the Sec-
retary of Defense may be transferred to such ap-
propriations of the Department of Defense avail-
able for military construction or family housing
as he may designate, to be merged with and to
be available for the same purposes, and for the
same time period, as the appropriation or fund
to which transferred: Provided further, That of
the amount appropriated, mnot to exceed
$66,496,000 shall be available for study, plan-
ning, design, architect and engineer services, as
authorized by law, unless the Secretary of De-
fense determines that additional obligations are
necessary for such purposes and notifies the
Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress of his determination and the reasons
therefor: Provided further, That of the funds
appropriated for ‘Military Construction, De-
fense-wide’> under  Public Law  106-246,
$65,280,000 are rescinded: provided further; That
of the funds appropriated for ‘‘Military Con-
struction, Defense-wide’ under previous Mili-
tary Construction Appropriations Acts,
34,000,000 are rescinded.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD

For construction, acquisition, exrpansion, re-
habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the
training and administration of the Army Na-
tional Guard, and contributions therefor, as au-
thorized by chapter 1803 of title 10, United
States Code, and Military Construction Author-
ication Acts, $405,565,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2006.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR NATIONAL GUARD

For construction, acquisition, expansion, re-
habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the
training and administration of the Air National
Guard, and contributions therefor, as author-
ized by chapter 1803 of title 10, United States
Code, and Military Construction Authorization
Acts, 3253,386,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2006.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY RESERVE

For construction, acquisition, exrpansion, re-
habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the
training and administration of the Army Re-
serve as authorized by chapter 1803 of title 10,
United States Code, and Military Construction
Authorization Acts, $167,019,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2006.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVAL RESERVE
(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

For construction, acquisition, erpansion, re-
habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the
training and administration of the reserve com-
ponents of the Navy and Marine Corps as au-
thoriced by chapter 1803 of title 10, United
States Code, and Military Construction Author-
ization Acts, 353,201,000, to remain available
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until September 30, 2006: Provided, That of the
funds appropriated for ‘‘Military Construction,
Naval Reserve’” wunder Public Law 106-246,
$925,000 are rescinded.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE RESERVE

For construction, acquisition, expansion, re-
habilitation, and conversion of facilities for the
training and administration of the Air Force Re-
serve as authorized by chapter 1803 of title 10,
United States Code, and Military Construction
Authorization Acts, $74,857,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2006.

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION
SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM

For the United States share of the cost of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization Security In-
vestment Program for the acquisition and con-
struction of military facilities and installations
(including international military headquarters)
and for related expenses for the collective de-
fense of the North Atlantic Treaty Area as au-
thorized in Military Construction Authorization
Acts and section 2806 of title 10, United States
Code, $162,600,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, ARMY

For expenses of family housing for the Army
for construction, including acquisition, replace-
ment, addition, expansion, extension and alter-
ation, as authoriced by law, $312,742,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2006.

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE,
ARMY

For expenses of family housing for the Army
for operation and maintenance, including debt
payment, leasing, minor construction, principal
and interest charges, and insurance premiums,
as authorized by law, $1,089,573,000.

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, NAVY AND

MARINE CORPS

For expenses of family housing for the Navy
and Marine Corps for construction, including
acquisition, replacement, addition, expansion,
extension and alteration, as authorized by law,
$331,780,000, to remain available until September
30, 2006.

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE,
NAVY AND MARINE CORPS

For expenses of family housing for the Navy
and Mavrine Corps for operation and mainte-
nance, including debt payment, leasing, minor
construction, principal and interest charges,
and insurance premiums, as authorized by law,
$910,095,000.

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE

For expenses of family housing for the Air
Force for construction, including acquisition,
replacement, addition, expansion, extension and
alteration, as authorized by law, $550,703,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2006.
FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE,

AIR FORCE

For expenses of family housing for the Air
Force for operation and maintenance, including
debt payment, leasing, minor construction, prin-
cipal and interest charges, and insurance pre-
miums, as authorized by law, $844,715,000.

FAMILY HOUSING, DEFENSE-WIDE

For expenses of family housing for the activi-
ties and agencies of the Department of Defense
(other than the military departments) for con-
struction, including acquisition, replacement,
addition, expansion, extension and alteration,
and for operation and maintenance, leasing,
and minor construction, as authorized by law,
as follows: for Construction, $250,000 to remain
available until September 30, 2006; for Operation
and Maintenance, $43,762,000; in all $44,012,000.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FAMILY HOUSING

IMPROVEMENT FUND

For the Department of Defense Family Hous-
ing Improvement Fund, $2,000,000, to remain
available until expended, for family housing ini-
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tiatives undertaken pursuant to section 2883 of
title 10, United States Code, providing alter-
native means of acquiring and improving mili-
tary family housing, and supporting facilities.
HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE FUND, DEFENSE

For the Homeowners Assistance Fund estab-
lished by section 1013 of the Demonstration Cit-
ies and Metropolitan Development Act of 1966,
as amended (42 U.S.C. 3374) $10,119,000, to re-
main available until expended.

BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT

For deposit into the Department of Defense
Base Closure Account 1990 established by sec-
tion 2906(a)(1) of the Department of Defense Au-
thorization Act, 1991 (Public Law 101-510),
$632,713,000, to remain available until expended.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

SEC. 101. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts shall
be expended for payments under a cost-plus-a-
fixed-fee contract for construction, where cost
estimates exceed $25,000, to be performed within
the United States, except Alaska, without the
specific approval in writing of the Secretary of
Defense setting forth the reasons therefor.

SEC. 102. Funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for construction shall be avail-
able for hire of passenger motor vehicles.

SEC. 103. Funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for construction may be used
for advances to the Federal Highway Adminis-
tration, Department of Transportation, for the
construction of access roads as authoriced by
section 210 of title 23, United States Code, when
projects authorized therein are certified as im-
portant to the national defense by the Secretary
of Defense.

SEC. 104. None of the funds appropriated in
this Act may be used to begin construction of
new bases inside the continental United States
for which specific appropriations have not been
made.

SEC. 105. No part of the funds provided in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts shall
be used for purchase of land or land easements
in excess of 100 percent of the value as deter-
mined by the Army Corps of Engineers or the
Naval Facilities Engineering Command, except:
(1) where there is a determination of value by a
Federal court; (2) purchases negotiated by the
Attorney General or his designee; (3) where the
estimated value is less than $25,000; or (4) as
otherwise determined by the Secretary of De-
fense to be in the public interest.

SEC. 106. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts shall
be used to: (1) acquire land; (2) provide for site
preparation; or (3) install utilities for any fam-
ily housing, except housing for which funds
have been made available in annual Military
Construction Appropriations Acts.

SEC. 107. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts for
minor construction may be used to transfer or
relocate any activity from one base or installa-
tion to another, without prior notification to the
Committees on Appropriations.

SEC. 108. No part of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts may
be used for the procurement of steel for any con-
struction project or activity for which American
steel producers, fabricators, and manufacturers
have been denied the opportunity to compete for
such steel procurement.

SEC. 109. None of the funds available to the
Department of Defense for military construction
or family housing during the current fiscal year
may be used to pay real property tares in any
foreign nation.

SEC. 110. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts may
be used to initiate a new installation overseas
without prior notification to the Committees on
Appropriations.

SEC. 111. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts may
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be obligated for architect and engineer contracts
estimated by the Government to exceed $500,000
for projects to be accomplished in Japan, in any
NATO member country, or in countries bor-
dering the Arabian Sea, unless such contracts
are awarded to United States firms or United
States firms in joint venture with host nation
firms.

SEC. 112. None of the funds appropriated in
Military Construction Appropriations Acts for
military construction in the United States terri-
tories and possessions in the Pacific and on
Kwajalein Atoll, or in countries bordering the
Arabian Sea, may be used to award any con-
tract estimated by the Government to exceed
$1,000,000 to a foreign contractor: Provided,
That this section shall not be applicable to con-
tract awards for which the lowest responsive
and responsible bid of a United States con-
tractor exceeds the lowest responsive and re-
sponsible bid of a foreign contractor by greater
than 20 percent: Provided further, That this sec-
tion shall not apply to contract awards for mili-
tary construction on Kwajalein Atoll for which
the lowest responsive and responsible bid is sub-
mitted by a Marshallese contractor.

SEC. 113. The Secretary of Defense is to inform
the appropriate committees of Congress, includ-
ing the Committees on Appropriations, of the
plans and scope of any proposed military exer-
cise involving United States personnmel 30 days
prior to its occurring, if amounts expended for
construction, either temporary or permanent,
are anticipated to exceed $100,000.

SEC. 114. Not more than 20 percent of the ap-
propriations in Military Construction Appro-
priations Acts which are limited for obligation
during the current fiscal year shall be obligated
during the last 2 months of the fiscal year.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 115. Funds appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Defense for construction in prior years
shall be available for construction authorized
for each such military department by the au-
thorizations enacted into law during the current
session of Congress.

SEC. 116. For military construction or family
housing projects that are being completed with
funds otherwise expired or lapsed for obligation,
expired or lapsed funds may be used to pay the
cost of associated supervision, inspection, over-
head, engineering and design on those projects
and on subsequent claims, if any.

SEC. 117. Notwithstanding any other provision
of law, any funds appropriated to a military de-
partment or defense agency for the construction
of military projects may be obligated for a mili-
tary construction project or contract, or for any
portion of such a project or contract, at any
time before the end of the fourth fiscal year
after the fiscal year for which funds for such
project were appropriated if the funds obligated
for such project: (1) are obligated from funds
available for military construction projects; and
(2) do not exceed the amount appropriated for
such project, plus any amount by which the cost
of such project is increased pursuant to law.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 118. During the 5-year period after ap-
propriations available to the Department of De-
fense for military construction and family hous-
ing operation and maintenance and construc-
tion have expired for obligation, upon a deter-
mination that such appropriations will not be
necessary for the liquidation of obligations or
for making authorized adjustments to such ap-
propriations for obligations incurred during the
period of availability of such appropriations,
unobligated balances of such appropriations
may be transferred into the appropriation ‘‘For-
eign Currency Fluctuations, Construction, De-
fense’ to be merged with and to be available for
the same time period and for the same purposes
as the appropriation to which transferred.

SEC. 119. The Secretary of Defense is to pro-
vide the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and the House of Representatives with
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an annual report by February 15, containing
details of the specific actions proposed to be
taken by the Department of Defense during the
current fiscal year to encourage other member
nations of the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion, Japan, Korea, and United States allies bor-
dering the Arabian Sea to assume a greater
share of the common defense burden of such na-
tions and the United States.
(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 120. During the current fiscal year, in
addition to any other transfer authority avail-
able to the Department of Defense, proceeds de-
posited to the Department of Defense Base Clo-
sure Account established by section 207(a)(1) of
the Defense Authorication Amendments and
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law
100-526) pursuant to section 207(a)(2)(C) of such
Act, may be transferred to the account estab-
lished by section 2906(a)(1) of the Department of
Defense Authorization Act, 1991, to be merged
with, and to be available for the same purposes
and the same time period as that account.

SEC. 121. (a) No funds appropriated pursuant
to this Act may be expended by an entity unless
the entity agrees that in expending the assist-
ance the entity will comply with sections 2
through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C.
10a-10c, popularly known as the ‘“‘Buy Amer-
ican Act”’).

(b) No funds made available under this Act
shall be made available to any person or entity
who has been convicted of violating the Act of
March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 10a-10c, popularly
known as the ‘“‘Buy American Act”’).

SEC. 122. (a) In the case of any equipment or
products that may be authoriced to be pur-
chased with financial assistance provided under
this Act, it is the sense of the Congress that en-
tities receiving such assistance should, in ex-
pending the assistance, purchase only Amer-
ican-made equipment and products.

(b) In providing financial assistance under
this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury shall
provide to each recipient of the assistance a no-
tice describing the statement made in subsection
(a) by the Congress.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 123. Subject to 30 days prior notification
to the Committees on Appropriations, such addi-
tional amounts as may be determined by the
Secretary of Defense may be transferred to the
Department of Defense Family Housing Im-
provement Fund from amounts appropriated for
construction in ‘“‘Family Housing’’ accounts, to
be merged with and to be available for the same
purposes and for the same period of time as
amounts appropriated directly to the Fund: Pro-
vided, That appropriations made available to
the Fund shall be available to cover the costs, as
defined in section 502(5) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, of direct loans or loan guar-
antees issued by the Department of Defense pur-
suant to the provisions of subchapter IV of
chapter 169, title 10, United States Code, per-
taining to alternative means of acquiring and
improving military family housing and sup-
porting facilities.

SEC. 124. None of the funds appropriated or
made available by this Act may be obligated for
Partnership for Peace Programs in the New
Independent States of the former Soviet Union.

SEC. 125. (a) Not later than 60 days before
issuing any solicitation for a contract with the
private sector for military family housing the
Secretary of the military department concerned
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees the notice described in subsection (b).

(b)(1) A notice referred to in subsection (a) is
a notice of any guarantee (including the making
of mortgage or rental payments) proposed to be
made by the Secretary to the private party
under the contract involved in the event of—

(A) the closure or realignment of the installa-
tion for which housing is provided under the
contract;

(B) a reduction in force of units stationed at
such installation; or
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(C) the extended deployment overseas of units
stationed at such installation.

(2) Each notice under this subsection shall
specify the nmature of the guarantee involved
and assess the extent and likelihood, if any, of
the liability of the Federal Government with re-
spect to the guarantee.

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘congressional de-
fense committees’ means the following:

(1) The Committee on Armed Services and the
Military Construction Subcommittee, Committee
on Appropriations of the Senate.

(2) The Committee on Armed Services and the
Military Construction Subcommittee, Committee
on Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives.

(TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 126. During the current fiscal year, in
addition to any other transfer authority avail-
able to the Department of Defense, amounts
may be transferred from the account established
by section 2906(a)(1) of the Department of De-
fense Authorization Act, 1991, to the fund estab-
lished by section 1013(d) of the Demonstration
Cities and Metropolitan Development Act of 1966
(42 U.S.C. 3374) to pay for expenses associated
with the Homeowners Assistance Program. Any
amounts transferred shall be merged with and
be available for the same purposes and for the
same time period as the fund to which trans-
ferred.

SEC. 127. Notwithstanding this or any other
provision of law, funds appropriated in Military
Construction Appropriations Acts for operations
and maintenance of family housing shall be the
exclusive source of funds for repair and mainte-
nance of all family housing units, including
general or flag officer quarters: Provided, That
not more than $35,000 per unit may be spent an-
nually for the maintenance and repair of any
general or flag officer quarters without 30 days
advance prior notification to the appropriate
committees of Congress: Provided further, That
the Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) is
to report annually to the Committees on Appro-
priations all operations and maintenance ex-
penditures for each individual general or flag
officer quarters for the prior fiscal year.

SEC. 128. In addition to the amounts provided
in Public Law 107-20, of the funds appropriated
under the heading ‘‘Military Construction, Air
Force” in this Act, $8,000,000 is to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2005: Provided, That
notwithstanding any other provision of law,
such funds may be obligated or expended to
carry out planning and design and military con-
struction activities at the Masirah Island Air-
field in Oman, not otherwise authorized by law.

SEC. 129. Not later than 90 days after the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Defense
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a master plan for the environmental re-
mediation of Hunters Point Naval Shipyard,
California. The plan shall identify an aggregate
cost estimate for the entire project as well as
cost estimates for individual parcels. The plan
shall also include a detailed cleanup schedule
and an analysis of whether the Department is
meeting legal requirements and community com-
mitments. Following submission of the initial re-
port, the Department shall submit semi-annual
progress reports to the congressional defense
committees.

(RESCISSION OF FUNDS)

SEC. 130. Of the funds available to the Sec-
retary of Defense in the ‘‘Foreign Currency
Fluctuations, Construction, Defense’’ account,
360,000,000 are rescinded.

SEC. 131. (a) REQUESTS FOR FUNDS FOR ENVI-
RONMENTAL RESTORATION AT BRAC SITES IN FU-
TURE FISCAL YEARS.—In the budget justification
materials submitted to Congress in support of
the Department of Defense budget for any fiscal
year after fiscal year 2002, the amount requested
for environmental restoration, waste manage-
ment, and environmental compliance activities
in such fiscal year with respect to military in-
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stallations approved for closure or realignment
under the base closure laws shall accurately re-
flect the anticipated cost of such activities in
such fiscal year.

(b) BASE CLOSURE LAWS DEFINED.—In this
section, the term ‘‘base closure laws’’ means the
following:

(1) Section 2687 of title 10, United States Code.

(2) The Defense Base Closure and Realign-
ment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public
Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note).

(3) Title II of the Defense Authorization
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment
Act (Public Law 100-526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note).

SEC. 132. (a) The total of the amounts appro-
priated by the other provisions of this Act, other
than the amounts appropriated for the accounts
specified in subsection (c), is hereby reduced by
1.127 percent.

(b) The total amount of the reduction com-
puted under subsection (a) shall be allocated
proportionally among all of the budget activi-
ties, activity groups, and subactivity groups and
among all of the accounts and all of the pro-
grams, projects, and activities within each ac-
count, except for the accounts specified in sub-
section (c).

(c) No reduction shall be allocated under this
section to the Base Realignment and Closure
Account, or to the North Atlantic Treaty Orga-
nization Security Investment Program.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Military Con-
struction Appropriations Act, 2002,

And the Senate agree to the same.

DAVID L. HOBSON,

JAMES T. WALSH,

DAN MILLER,

ROBERT B. ADERHOLT,

KAY GRANGER,

VIRGIL GOODE, Jr.,

JOE SKEEN,

DAVID VITTER,

BILL YOUNG,

JOHN W. OLVER,

CHET EDWARDS,

SAM FARR,

ALLEN BOYD,

NORMAN DICKS,

DAVID OBEY,
Managers on the Part of the House.

DIANNE FEINSTEIN,

DANIEL K. INOUYE,

TIM JOHNSON,

MARY LANDRIEU,

HARRY REID,

ROBERT C. BYRD,

KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON,

CONRAD BURNS,

LARRY E. CRAIG

MIKE DEWINE,

TED STEVENS,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.

JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF
THE COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE

The managers on the part of the House and
the Senate at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2904) making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 2002, and for other purposes,
submit the following joint statement to the
House of Representatives and the Senate in
explanation of the effect of the action agreed
upon by the managers and recommended in
the accompanying conference report.

The Senate deleted the entire House bill
after the enacting clause and inserted the
Senate bill (S. 1460). The conference agree-
ment includes a revised bill.

ITEMS OF GENERAL INTEREST

Matters Addressed by Only One Committee.—
The language and allocations set forth in
House Report 107-207 and Senate Report 107-
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68 should be complied with unless specifi-
cally addressed to the contrary in the con-
ference report and statement of the man-
agers. Report language included by the
House which is not changed by the report of
the Senate or the conference, and Senate re-
port language which is not changed by the
conference is approved by the committee of
conference. The statement of the managers,
while repeating some report language for
emphasis, does not intend to negate the lan-
guage referred to above unless expressly pro-
vided herein. In cases in which the House or
the Senate have directed the submission of a
report from the Department of Defense, such
report is to be submitted to both House and
Senate Committees on Appropriations.

Financial Management.—The conferees
agree that the rescission of funds and gen-
eral reductions included in the conference
agreement are based on prior year unobli-
gated balances and such factors as savings
through favorable bids, reduced overhead
costs, downsizing or cancellation due to
force structure changes (if any), other ad-
ministrative cost reduction initiatives, re-
vised economic assumptions, and inflation
re-estimates. The conferees direct that no
project for which funds were previously ap-
propriated, or for which funds are appro-
priated in this bill, may be canceled as a re-
sult of the reductions included in the con-
ference agreement.

Foreign Currency Fluctuations, Construction,
Defense.—The amounts available in the ‘‘For-
eign Currency Fluctuations, Construction,
Defense’ account exceed those necessary to
eliminate losses due to unfavorable fluctua-
tions in foreign currency exchange rates. Ac-
cordingly, the conferees include a provision
(Section 130) which rescinds $60,000,000 from
this account.

Sustainment, Restoration, and Modernization:
Reporting Requirement.—The conferees agree
to the following general rules for repairing a
facility under operation and maintenance
funding:

Components of the facility may be repaired
by replacement, and such replacement can be
up to current standards or code.

Interior arrangements and restorations
may be included as repair, but additions, new
facilities, and functional conversions must
be performed as military construction
projects.

Such projects may be done concurrent with
repair projects, as long as the final conjunc-
tively funded project is a complete and usa-
ble facility.

The appropriate Service Secretary shall
notify the appropriate Committees 21 days
prior to carrying out any repair project with
an estimated cost in excess of $7,500,000.

The Department is directed to provide
sustainment, restoration, and modernization
backlog at all installations for which there
is a requested construction project in future
budget requests. This information is to be
provided on the form 1390. In addition, for all
troop housing requests, the form 1391 is to
show all sustainment, restoration, and mod-
ernization conducted in the past two years
and future requirements for unaccompanied
housing at the installation.

Family Housing Operation and Maintenance:
Financial Management.—The conferees agree
to continue the restriction on the transfer of
funds between the family housing operation
and maintenance accounts. The limitation is
ten percent to all primary accounts and sub-
accounts. Such transfers are to be reported
to the appropriate Committees within thirty
days of such action.

Overseas Basing Master Plan.—The con-
ferees support the Senate direction for an
overseas basing master plan, to be submitted
no later than April 1, 2002.

Pennsylvania: Joint-use Facility.—The con-
ferees are aware of the need to renovate four
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Guard and Reserve facilities in Northeastern
Pennsylvania and the benefits of consoli-
dating them into a joint-use facility. There-
fore, the conferees encourage the Depart-
ment to make this project a priority and
program the requirement in the Future
Years Defense Plan.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY
(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

The conference agreement appropriates
$1,778,2566,000 for Military Construction,
Army, instead of $1,739,334,000 as proposed by
the House, and $1,668,957,000 as proposed by
the Senate. Within this amount, the con-
ference agreement earmarks $163,198,000 for
study, planning, design, architect and engi-
neer services, and host nation support in-
stead of $163,141,000 as proposed by the House
and $176,184,000 as proposed by the Senate.
The conference agreement rescinds
$36,400,000 from funds appropriated for Mili-
tary Construction, Army under Public Law
106-52, as proposed by the House, instead of
$26,400,000 as proposed by the Senate.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY
(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

The conference agreement appropriates
$1,144,221,000 for Military Construction,
Navy, instead of $1,154,248,000 as proposed by
the House, and $1,148,633,000 as proposed by
the Senate. Within this amount, the con-
ference agreement earmarks $34,152,000 for
study, planning, design, architect and engi-
neer services instead of $30,972,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $37,332,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate. The conference agree-
ment rescinds $19,588,000 from funds appro-
priated for Military Construction, Navy
under Public Law 106-246, as proposed by the
House and Senate.

Texas: Kingsville Naval Air Station: Airfield
Lighting.—The conferees direct the Navy to
accelerate design of this project and to in-
clude the required construction funding in
the budget request for fiscal year 2003.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE
(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

The conference agreement appropriates
$1,194,880,000 for Military Construction, Air
Force, instead of $1,185,220,000 as proposed by
the House, and $1,148,269,000 as proposed by
the Senate. Within this amount, the con-
ference agreement earmarks $83,210,000 for
study, planning, design, architect and engi-
neer services instead of $83,000,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $83,420,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate. The conference agree-
ment rescinds $4,000,000 from funds appro-
priated for Military Construction, Air Force
under previous Military Construction Appro-
priations Acts, as proposed by the Senate.

Nebraska—Offutt Air Force Base: Fire/Crash
Rescue Station.—The conferees direct the Air
Force to accelerate design of this project and
to include the required construction funding
in the budget request for fiscal year 2003.

Wyoming—F.E. Warren Air Force Base: Storm
Water Drainage System.—The fiscal year 2001
Senate Report 106-290 included funding of
$10,300,000 for a Storm Water Drainage Sys-
tem Project at F.E. Warren Air Force Base
in Wyoming. Unfortunately, funding con-
straints prohibited final action. Storm water
flooding remains a major problem at F.E.
Warren Air Force Base. The project will bet-
ter manage and divert flood waters on the in-
stallation. In addition, the project will
greatly decrease the amount of storm water
leaving the base which significantly impacts
on the surrounding community. The con-
ferees agree that this project addresses an
urgent, mission critical, and safety require-
ment, and the Air Force is strongly encour-
aged to include this project in the budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2003.
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Korea—Osan Air Base: Base Civil Engineer
Complex.—The conferees are concerned about
the significant cost of replacing current civil
engineer facilities at Osan Air Base as pro-
posed in the fiscal year 2002 budget request.
Although the conferees support follow-on
family housing projects envisioned for Osan
Air Base, they do not support funding for a
robust civil engineering complex without
significant host nation contribution. The
conferees understand that the civil engineers
currently occupy land that will ultimately
be used to build family housing. Family
housing is a direct quality of life issue that
will have a significant impact on the airmen
and the families assigned to the base. The
conferees agree to provide the Air Force
$12,000,000 for the base civil engineer project
for site preparation and preliminary utilities
requirements. The conferees direct that any
further funding requirements related to this
project be funded through host nation sup-
port.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, DEFENSE-WIDE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER AND RESCISSIONS OF
FUNDS)

The conference agreement appropriates
$840,558,000 for Military Construction, De-
fense-wide, instead of $863,058,000 as proposed
by the House, and $881,058,000 as proposed by
the Senate. Within this amount, the con-
ference agreement earmarks $66,496,000 for
study, planning, design, architect and engi-
neer services instead of $74,496,000 as pro-
posed by the House and $88,496,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate. The conference agree-
ment rescinds $69,280,000 from funds appro-
priated for Military Construction, Defense-
wide under Public Law 106-246 and previous
Military Construction Appropriations Acts,
as proposed by the Senate, instead of
$10,250,000 as proposed by the House.

Chemical Demilitarication: Defense Road Re-
quirements.—The conferees are concerned
about the emergency preparedness planning
as part of the Chemical Demilitarization
Program. Of the funds made available in the
“Military Construction, Defense-wide’’ ac-
count, the Department may spend up to
$300,000 to conduct a feasibility study on the
requirements for defense roads at the chem-
ical demilitarization sites in the United
States to support emergency preparedness
requirements.

Energy Conservation and Improvement Pro-
gram.—The conferees agree to provide a total
of $27,000,000 for this program. Of these funds,
the conferees direct that $6,000,000 be used to
conduct a service-wide assessment of renew-
able energy alternatives at or near Depart-
ment of Defense installations, as described
in detail in Senate Report 107-68.

Measurement and Signature Intelligence Fa-
cilities.—The conferees have agreed to drop
Senate report language which allocated
$10,000,000 for the planning and design of two
Measurement and Signature Intelligence
(MASINT) facilities.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY NATIONAL
GUARD

The conference agreement appropriates
$405,565,000 for Military Construction, Army
National Guard, instead of $313,348,000 as pro-
posed by the House, and $378,5649,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate.

Aricona—Papago Park Military Reservation:
Add/Alter Readiness Center.—Although the
conferees were unable to fund this project
due to funding constraints, the conferees
strongly urge the Army National Guard to
include this project in its fiscal year 2003
budget submission.

Weapons of Mass Destruction—Civil Support
Teams.—Of the funds provided for unspecified
minor construction within the ‘Military
Construction, Army National Guard” ac-
count, the conferees direct that not less than
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$6,000,000 be made available to directly sup-
port the completion of facilities for WMD/
CST locations.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR NATIONAL GUARD

The conference agreement appropriates
$253,386,000 for Military Construction, Air
National Guard, instead of $198,803,000 as pro-
posed by the House, and $222,767,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate.

Ohio—Mansfield Lahm Airport: Replace Vehi-
cle Maintenance Facility.—Although the con-
ferees were unable to fund this project due to
funding constraints, the conferees strongly
urge the Air National Guard to include this
project in its fiscal year 2003 budget submis-
sion.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY RESERVE

The conference agreement appropriates
$167,019,000 for Military Construction, Army
Reserve, instead of $167,769,000 as proposed by
the House, and $111,404,000 as proposed by the
Senate.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVAL RESERVE
(INCLUDING RESCISSION)

The conference agreement appropriates
$563,201,000 for Military Construction, Naval
Reserve, instead of $62,351,000 as proposed by
the House, and $33,641,000 as proposed by the
Senate. The conference agreement rescinds
$925,000 from funds appropriated for Military
Construction, Naval Reserve under Public
Law 106-246, as proposed by the House and
Senate.

Texas—Fort Worth Joint Reserve Base: Com-
partmented Intelligence Facility.—In Senate
Report 107-68, the compartmented intel-
ligence facility at Fort Worth Joint Reserve
Base was incorrectly identified as a Navy
project. This project should be executed with
funds made available for unspecified minor
construction in the ‘‘Military Construction,
Naval Reserve’ account.

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE RESERVE

The conference agreement appropriates
$74,857,000 for Military Construction, Air
Force Reserve, instead of $81,882,000 as pro-
posed by the House, and $53,732,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate.

Michigan—Selfridge Air National Guard Base:
Alter Command Post/Logistics Base.—In Senate
Report 107-68, the alter command post/logis-
tics base project at Selfridge Air National
Guard Base was incorrectly identified as an
Air National Guard project. This project
should be executed with funds made avail-
able for unspecified minor construction in
the ‘“Military Construction, Air Force Re-
serve’’ account.

NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION
SECURITY INVESTMENT PROGRAM

The conference agreement appropriates
$162,600,000 for the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization Security Investment Program
(NSIP), as proposed by the House and Sen-
ate.

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, ARMY

The conference agreement appropriates
$312,742,000 for Family Housing Construction,
Army, as proposed by the Senate, instead of
$294,042,000 as proposed by the House.

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE, ARMY

The conference agreement appropriates
$1,089,573,000 for Family Housing Operation
and Maintenance, Army, instead  of
$1,096,431,000 as proposed by the House and
$1,108,991,000 as proposed by the Senate.

District of Columbia-Fort McNair: General Of-
ficer Quarters.—The Army has requested it be
allowed to substitute the renovation of Quar-
ters 7 at Fort McNair, at a cost of $700,000, in
place of Quarters 3, as submitted in its budg-
et request for $1,200,000. The conferees agree
with this substitution. The conferees are en-
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couraged by the Army’s study being per-
formed by the National Association of Home-
builders to refine and reduce the original
cost projections for Fort McNair’s quarters,
which appear too high. The conferees expect
the Army to use the most economical and
cost-effective approach toward renovating
these historic quarters.
FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, NAVY AND
MARINE CORPS

The conference agreement appropriates
$331,780,000 for Family Housing Construction,
Navy and Marine Corps, instead of
$334,780,000 as proposed by the House and
$312,600,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The conferees direct that the following
projects are to be accomplished within the
increased amount provided for construction
improvements:

District of Columbia: 8th
and I Marine Barracks (2

UNILS) evveiiiieiieiecieeen $1,600,000
Hawaii: Barking Sands (69

units) .oovveviiiii 11,840,000
Massachusetts:  Westover

Air Reserve Base (124

UNILS) evvvneiiiiieiieeieein 6,940,000

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE, NAVY AND MARINE CORPS

The conference agreement appropriates
$910,095,000 for Family Housing Operation
and Maintenance, Navy and Marine Corps, as
proposed by the House, instead of $918,095,000
as proposed by the Senate.

FAMILY HOUSING CONSTRUCTION, AIR FORCE

The conference agreement appropriates
$550,703,000 for Family Housing Construction,
Air Force, as proposed by the Senate, instead
of $5636,237,000 as proposed by the House.

The conferees direct that the following
projects are to be accomplished within the
increased amount provided for construction
improvements:

Missouri: Whiteman AFB

(164 units) ..ooevevvennennennnns $17,966,000
South Carolina: Charleston

AFB (32 units) ..ccoeevneenneen 4,500,000

FAMILY HOUSING OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE, AIR FORCE

The conference agreement appropriates
$844,715,000 for Family Housing Operation
and Maintenance, Air Force, instead of
$858,121,000 as proposed by the House and
$869,121,000 as proposed by the Senate.

FAMILY HOUSING, DEFENSE-WIDE
The conference agreement appropriates
$44,012,000 for Family Housing, Defense-wide,
as proposed by the House and Senate.
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FAMILY HOUSING
IMPROVEMENT FUND

The conference agreement provides
$2,000,000 for the Department of Defense
Family Housing Improvement Fund, as pro-
posed by the House and Senate. Transfer au-
thority is provided for the execution of any
qualifying project under privatization au-
thority, which resides in the Fund.

Housing Privatization Support Costs.—The
conferees are extremely concerned about the
costs of consultants hired to assist the serv-
ices with the housing privatization initia-
tive. For example, the Army requested
$27,918,000 and the Air Force requested
$35,402,000 to pay for consultants. Costs of
this magnitude are exorbitant, especially as
neither the Army nor Air Force has made
sufficient progress in privatizing its housing
inventory. Therefore, the conferees agree to
reduce $7,918,000 from the ‘‘Family Housing
Operation and Maintenance, Army’’ account,
and $13,402,000 from the ‘‘Family Housing Op-
eration and Maintenance, Air Force” ac-
count. Furthermore, the conferees remind
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the services that these funds should be spent
on creating, analyzing and negotiating com-
plex real estate transactions-not on public
relations or work that can be done by the
services’ staff.

HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE FUND, DEFENSE

The conference agreement appropriates
$10,119,000 for the Homeowners Assistance
Fund, Defense, as proposed by the House and
Senate.

BASE REALIGNMENT AND CLOSURE ACCOUNT

The conference agreement appropriates
$632,713,000 for the Base Realignment and
Closure Account, instead of $552,713,000 as
proposed by the House and $682,200,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate.

Environmental Remediation Shortfalls.—The
conferees have included a general provision
(Section 131) directing the Department of De-
fense to accurately reflect the cost of envi-
ronmental remediation activities in its fu-
ture budget submissions for Base Realign-
ment and Closure (BRAC) funding. The con-
ferees note that the Navy and Air Force
BRAC budget requests for fiscal year 2002
were far below the level of funding needed to
meet urgent obligations.

The conferees have agreed to provide and
fully offset $100,513,000 over the budget re-
quest to fund environmental remediation
funding shortfalls in the Navy and Air Force
BRAC accounts. The conference provision in-
cludes $80,5613,000 for the Navy and $20,000,000
for the Air Force. The conferees note that
the funding shortfalls are the result of inad-
equate programming and budgeting decisions
on the part of the Navy and Air Force.

The conferees strongly believe that the
Navy and Air Force should bear the burden
of making up these shortfalls. Therefore, the
funding to cover the BRAC environmental
remediation shortfalls is derived from the
following sources: a rescission of $19,588,000
from previously appropriated Navy planning
and design funds, a rescission of $925,000 from
previously appropriated Naval Reserve plan-
ning and design funds, a $60,000,000 general
reduction in the fiscal year 2002 ‘‘Military
Construction, Navy’’ account, and a
$20,000,000 general reduction in the fiscal
year 2002 ‘‘Military Construction, Air Force”’
account. The conferees direct that no item of
congressional interest may be canceled or
delayed as a result of these general reduc-
tions.

In addition to the funds provided in this
Act, the Navy and Air Force are directed to
allocate all unobligated balances from pre-
viously appropriated BRAC funds to address
their fiscal year 2002 BRAC environmental
remediation funding shortfall. The conferees
direct the services to program and budget for
the entire amount of their annual BRAC en-
vironmental remediation obligations in fu-
ture years, beginning with fiscal year 2003.
Failure to do so will force the congressional
committees to take proportionate reductions
in specific military construction projects or
programs requested by the services.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

The conference agreement includes gen-
eral provisions (Sections 101-120) that were
not amended by either the House or Senate
in their versions of the bill.

The conference agreement includes a
provision, Section 121, as proposed by the
House, which prohibits the expenditure of
funds except in compliance with the Buy
American Act. The Senate bill contained no
similar provision.

The conference agreement includes a
provision, Section 122, as proposed by the
House, which states the Sense of the Con-
gress that recipients of equipment or prod-
ucts authorized to be purchased with finan-
cial assistance provided in this Act are to be



H6836

notified that they must purchase American-
made equipment and products. The Senate
bill contained no similar provision.

The conference agreement includes a
provision, Section 123, as proposed by the
House and Senate, permitting the transfer of
funds from Family Housing, Construction ac-
counts to the DOD Family Housing Improve-
ment Fund.

The conference agreement includes a
provision renumbered Section 124, as pro-
posed by the House and the Senate, to pro-
hibit the use of funds in this Act to be obli-
gated for Partnership for Peace programs in
the New Independent States of the former
Soviet Union.

The conference agreement includes a
provision renumbered Section 125, as pro-
posed by the House and the Senate, which re-
quires the Secretary of Defense to notify
Congressional Committees sixty days prior
to issuing a solicitation for a contract with
the private sector for military family hous-
ing.
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The conference agreement includes a
provision renumbered Section 126, as pro-
posed by the House and the Senate, which
provides transfer authority to the Home-
owners Assistance Program.

The conference agreement includes a
provision renumbered Section 127, as pro-
posed by the Senate, regarding funding for
operation and maintenance of general officer
quarters.

The conference agreement includes a
provision renumbered Section 128, as pro-
posed by the Senate, which authorizes
$8,000,000 for a military construction project
at Masirah Island Airfield, Oman. The House
bill contained a similar provision.

The conference agreement includes a
provision, Section 129, as proposed by the
Senate, which requires the Secretary of De-
fense to submit a master plan for the envi-
ronmental remediation of Hunters Point
Naval Shipyard, California. The House bill
contained no similar provision.

The conference agreement includes a
provision, Section 130, which rescinds
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$60,000,000 from the ‘‘Foreign Currency Fluc-
tuations, Construction, Defense’’ account.

The conference agreement includes a
provision, Section 131, which directs the De-
partment of Defense to accurately reflect
the cost of environmental restoration activi-
ties in its future budget submissions for the
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) ac-
count.

The conference agreement includes a
provision, Section 132, which reduces all ac-
counts in the bill with the exception of the
“NATO Security Investment Program’ ac-
count and the ‘‘Base Realignment and Clo-
sure’’ account by 1.127 percent.

Those general provisions not included in
the conference agreement are as follows:

The conference agreement deletes the
House provision regarding family housing
master plans.

The conference agreement deletes the
Senate provision regarding a defense road
feasibility study at Pine Bluff Arsenal, Ar-
kansas.
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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (IN THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)

INSTALLATION BUDGET CONFERENCE
& PROJECT REQUEST  AGREEMENT
ALABAMA
ARMY
ANNISTON ARMY DEPOT
COMPONENT MAINTENANCE FACILITY...eienneernennnnnns 2,300 2,300
REBUILD SHOP AND FACILITY....cconvueoncronsanncnuns 2,850 2,850
FORT RUCKER
AIRCRAFT PARTS WAREHOUSE......cvveeeincennnnanas --- 6,800
COMMANCHE SIMULATOR TRAINING FACILITY............. 11,400 11,400
REDSTONE ARSENAL ‘
AMMUNITION SURVEILLANCE FACILITY......ccivvivnnnne --- 2,700
DINING FACILITY . vniiuiveannnnnneneanencncannncncnnans 7,200 7,200
AIR FORCE
MAXWELL AFB
SQUADRON OFFICER SCHOOL ACADEMIC FACILITY......... 9,000 9,000
OFFICER TRAINING SCHOOL DORMITORY......ccvevnnnnes 11,800 11,800
SQUADRON OFFICER SCHOOL DORMITORY.....vsenvennnasn 13,600 13,600
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD
HUNTSVILLE
UNIT TRAINING EQUIPMENT SITE.....civvvenencnnenes 7,498 7,498
MOBILE
ADD/ALTER READINESS CENTER.....cevvervencncancnnnn 5,333 5,333
AIR NATIONAL GUARD
DOTHAN AGS
COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS COMPLEX......ccvvencernnnnne --- 11,000
AIR FORCE RESERVE
MAXWELL AFB
FUEL CELL MAINTENANCE HANGAR......veceecccenvennns 7,300 7,300
AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE HANGAR..:.uicrvevncesccncnanes 9,900 9,900
TOTAL, ALABAMA. .....ccienicnennnnnrrnananscannss 88,181 108,681
ALASKA
ARMY
FORT RICHARDSON
BARRACKS COMPLEX (PHASE I).....eeiiniinnnncnennnns 45,000 45,000
MOUT TRAINING FACILITY...cuinncenenncennancacnnnns --- 18,000
FORT WAINWRIGHT
ASSEMBLY BUILDING...vienerneneenceancancascnnnnans 4,200 4,200
POWER PLANT COOLING TOWER....voceveneceneancnssenns 23,000 23,000
AIR FORCE
EARECKSON AFB
UPGRADE WASTEWATER SYSTEM......ccivnincnneenncnnns 4,600 4,600
ELMENDORF AFB
ADD/ALTER AIRCRAFT FUEL SYSTEM MAINTENANCE HANGAR. 12,200 12,200

DORMITORY « « e v e neeevaeanennencnnrncnnesnenennrnnns 20,000 20,000
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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION (IN THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS)

INSTALLATION BUDGET CONFERENCE
& PROJECT REQUEST  AGREEMENT
DEFENSE-WIDE
EIELSON AFB
REPLACE BULK FUEL STORAGE TANKS. .. ::uceeveneneanns 8,800 8,800
FORT WAINWRIGHT
HOSPITAL REPLACEMENT (PHASE III)uuuvueuvuenvnrncnn. 18,500 18,500
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD
JUNEAU
READINESS CENTER .« s euesnunsnsecnonnensnsnennnnnns .- 7,568
AIR NATIONAL GUARD
ELMENDORF AFB
UPGRADE COMBAT COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES.......... 5,000 5,000
TOTAL, ALASKA .+ u s euennenenensnnseenseesonnnnnns 141,300 166,868
ARIZONA
ARMY
FORT HUACHUCA
EFFLUENT REUSE SYSTEM.eueuuenenrnennensnennnnennns 6,100 6,100
YUMA PROVING GROUNDS
RANGE IMPROVEMENTS . e esenenennenresnonnnnennas --- 3,100
NAVY
YUMA MARINE CORPS AIR STATION
AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER. «.seucucunenrncanansnsns 6,750 6,750
LAND ACQUISITION (PHASE II)euunuvuenurnsncnonnanns 8,660 8,660
STATION ORDNANCE AREA. .« eusuennensnsnnensereenenns 7,160 7,160
AIR FORCE
DAVIS-MONTHAN AFB
CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER. .« ueuvunensncecrerecnsans --- 6,200
DORMITORY 4 s v e s esemeeecamemeasaenesnsnasasannnnns 8,700 8,700
REPLACE AIRCRAFT RECLAMATION/PARTS PROCESS COMPLEX 8,600 8,600
LUKE AFB
CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER .« s vuencnnsnranenensnsess --- 4,500
ARMY NATIONAL GUARD
MARANA
AVIATION MAINTENANCE HANGAR. ..« ecucenvncnenerennnn 14,358 14,358
ARMY RESERVE
MESA
RESERVE CENTER/ORGANIZATIONAL MAINTENANCE SHOP.... 10,900 10,900
"AIR FORCE RESERVE
LUKE AFB
ADD/ALTER SQUADRON OPERATIONS FACILITY......ec.... --- 1,400
TOTAL, ARIZONA. . e s eneennnsnennensoenrnsnsnss 71,228 86,428
ARKANSAS
ARMY

PINE BLUFF ARSENAL
AMMUNITION DEMILITARIZATION FACILITY (PHASE VI)... 26,000 ---
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AIR FORCE
LITTLE ROCK AFB
C-130J FLIGHT SIMULATOR FACILITY.uvuvueueernenenn. 10,600 10, 600
FIRE STATION. e ueueueseenncnenensnensnenenrnenaes --- 7,500
DEFENSE-WIDE |
PINE BLUFF ARSENAL
AMMUNITION DEMILITARIZATION FACILITY (PHASE VI)... --- 26,000
ARMY RESERVE
CONWAY
RESERVE CENTER/ORGANIZATIONAL MAINTENANCE SHOP.... --- 5,625
TOTAL, ARKANSAS ... uuvusernsnnnsenncneenenenenses 36,600 49,725
CALIFORNIA
ARMY
FORT IRWIN
DIRECT SUPPORT MAINTENANCE SHOP...uuvueecenvaranns --- 23,000
MONTEREY DEFENSE LANGUAGE INSTITUTE
BARRACKS COMPLEX .+ euusnvnsnennvnenennenensnsnenes --- 5,900
NAVY |
CAMP PENDLETON MARINE CORPS BASE
AIRCRAFT HANGAR IMPROVEMENTS.....eveveenecnnnnnnn. 4,470 4,470
BACHELOR ENLISTED QUARTERS. .. euvrveseenresnrcnnnns 21,200 21,200
'BACHELOR ENLISTED QUARTERS ... vuvueunrernencncecnes 21,600 21,600
BOAT MAINTENANCE FACILITY..ueueueuenneenenenrannns 11,980 11,980
HELO OUTLYING LANDING FIELD (PHASE II)euuvevuenn.. 3,910 3,910
INDOOR PHYSICAL FITNESS FACILITY..uvvuvuencucennnn 13,460 13,460
IRON/MANGANESE PLANT . v vueeeenecenseennanennnnn- 11,180 11,180
REGIMENTAL ARTILLERY MAINTENANCE COMPLEX.......... 13,160 13,160
CHINA LAKE NAVAL AIR WARFARE CENTER
PROPULSION AND EXPLOSIVES LABORATORY (PHASE I).... --- 10,100
CORONADO NAVAL AMPHIBIOUS BASE
EXPEDITIONARY WARFARE TRAINING FACILITY........... 8,610 8,610
EL CENTRO NAVAL AIR FACILITY
TRANSTENT BACHELOR ENLISTED QUARTERS.........e.... 23,520 23,520
LEMOORE NAVAL AIR STATION
BACHELOR ENLISTED QUARTERS ...+ eueueunennenrnenrans 10,010 10,010
PORT HUENEME NAVAL CONSTRUCTION BATTALION CENTER
VEHICLE MAINTENANCE SCHOOL..ueueuneneusncansnennn. 3,780 3,780
PORT IMPROVEMENTS. . ueuvnenseenenncnnsneenenrnrnns 12,400 12,400
SAN DIEGO NAVAL STATION
BACHELOR ENLISTED QUARTERS . ... cuuvesuuenenrnrernns 47,240 47,240
REPLACE PIERS 10/11 (PHASE II)eueueuvucnenenrnnenns 17,500 17,500
SAN NICHOLAS ISLAND
SUPPLY PIER. . e vuensunensesncecsncnrnssnsnscenness 13,730 13,730
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TWENTYNINE PALMS

ACADEMIC INSTRUCTION BUILDING......ccvvuevuannnnnn 9,860 9,860

AMMUNITION STORAGE FACILITIES.......ccvvervearunnns 9,540 9,540

BACHELOR ENLISTED QUARTERS.....iccveerrnnceancenns 29,675 29,675

ENLISTED DINING FACILITY. ..ot icinnnnarrennannns 11,930 11,930

RESERVE SUPPORT FACILITIES....cieveveernnenanonnns 8,760 8,760

VEHICLE WASH STATION....civctvencreencnncennncnsnsn 5,360 5,360

AIR FORCE

BEALE AFB

COMMUNICATIONS OPERATIONS CENTER.....vevcenvavnnen --- 7,900
EDWARDS AFB

ADD/ALTER TERMINAL AREA CONTROL FACILITY.......... 4,600 4,600

CONSOLIDATED SUPPORT FACILITY...eocvinvnncrncnnnens 11,700 11,700
LOS ANGELES AFB

CONSOLIDATED BASE SUPPORT COMPLEX.....evvcveennens 23,000 23,000
TRAVIS AFB

RADAR APPROACH CONTROL CENTER......ccvveennnvancsn --- 3,300

REPLACE SUPPORT FACILITY...ccveuerrvnnnnccesennnss 6,800 6,800
VANDENBERG AFB

MISSILE TRANSPORT BRIDGE....cvvuievuevanenanacnnens 11,800 11,800

DEFENSE-WIDE
CAMP PENDLETON MARINE CORPS BASE

FLEET HOSPITAL SUPPORT FACILITIES.......cecvunnn.. 3,150 3,150

REPLACE MEDICAL/DENTAL CLINC (HORNO)......vveveess 4,300 4,300

REPLACE MEDICAL/DENTAL CLINIC (LAS FLORES)........ 5,800 3,800

REPLACE MEDICAL/DENTAL CLINIC (LAS PULGAS)........ 4,050 4,050
TRACY DEFENSE DISTRIBUTION DEPOT

REPLACE GENERAL PURPOSE WAREHOUSE.........cvveenne 30,000 30,000
CORONADO NAVAL AMPHIBIOUS BASE

SEAL TEAM FIVE OPERATIONS FACILITY....cecvvveeenne 13,650 13,650
TWENTYNINE PALMS

HOSPITAL LDRP CONVERSION.....vcvvevvenenrnnnnacnne 1,600 1,600

ARMY NATIONAL GUARD

FORT IRWIN

MANEUVER AREA TRAINING EQUIPMENT SITE (PHASE I)... 21,953 21,953
LANCASTER

READINESS CENTER.....cverneansversenncacsanusnnnns 4,530 4,530
AZUSA

READINESS CENTER...c.vcververventncnnnanennnnsanes --- 14,011

NAVY RESERVE
PORT HUENEME NAVAL RESERVE CENTER
VEHICLE MAINTENANCE FACILITY....cvnrcirvnnnaennnns 1,000 1,000
AIR FORCE RESERVE
MARCH ARB
FIRE/CRASH RESCUE STATION......covvvveensecncananns --- 7,200
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TOTAL, CALTFORNIA. -« eeuennsenrannenarmaeenrnns 458,808 530,219
COLORADO
ARMY
FORT CARSON |
BARRACKS COMPLEX (NELSON BLVD) (PHASE I).o........ 25,000 25,000
PUEBLO DEPOT )
AMMUNITION DEMILITARIZATION FACILITY (PHASE I11).. 11,000 -
AIR FORCE
BUCKLEY AFB
DORMITORY v v e e e eee e emnsensnnneensennsnnsennens 11,200 11,200
FITNESS CENTER -« v v cnseneeeenenensneennensnnssns 12,000 12,000
SCHRIEVER AFB
SBIRS MISSION CONTROL STATION BACKUP......cuvenn.. 19,000 19,000
SECURE AREA LOGISTICS FACILITY..euueunsenuennnnnn. .- 11,400
U.S. AIR FORCE ACADEMY
ADD/ALTER ATHLETIC FACILITIES (PHASE II)...u...... 11,400 11,400
INSTALL AIR CONDITIONING (ENLISTED DORMITORY)..... 1,300 1,300
REPLACE CONTROL TOWER . s« enseensensonsennsennnenns 6,400 6,400
UPGRADE POTABLE WATER SYSTEM (CADET AREA)......... 6,400 6,400
DEFENSE-WIDE
PUEBLO DEPOT ,
'AMMUNITION DEMILITARIZATION FACILITY (PHASE III).. - 11,000
SCHRIEVER AFB
MEDTCAL/DENTAL CLINIC. .t euuennennnennennsonnennnns 4,000 4,000
ARMY RESERVE
FORT CARSON
ARMED FORCES RESERVE CENTER/NEW RESERVE CENTER.... 9,39% 9,39
TOTAL, COLORADD. .t susennennennsennennsensennsens 117,09 128, 494
CONNECTICUT
AIR NATIONAL GUARD
ORANGE ANGS
REPLACE AIR CONTROL SQUADRON COMPLEX...-..eeuen... 12,000 12,000
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
"ARMY
FORT MCNAIR
PHYSICAL FITNESS TRAINING CENTER. -« vcuecuuennnenn. 11,600 11,600
NAVY.
ANACOSTIA
BACHELOR ENLISTED QUARTERS REPLACEMENT............ 9,810 9,810
AIR FORCE

BOLLING AFB
ADD/ALTER CHAPEL CENTER......veruerencecnesnocnnns 2,900 2,900
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"TOTAL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. .+ cuuuucecseraraenns 24,310 24,310
DELAWARE
AIR FORCE
DOVER AFB
FIRE/CRASH RESCUE STATION. .. cucucreencenensnsnrans --- 7,300
FLORIDA
NAVY
KEY WEST NAVAL AIR STATION
AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER/OPERATIONS BUILDING..... 11,400 11,400
MAYPORT NAVAL STATION \
BACHELOR ENLISTED QUARTERS ...t ucuvucencavncnnnenens 16,420 16,420
PENSACOLA NAVAL AIR STATION
CONSOLIDATED FIRE STATION. . ueueenencenenrnsennnnnn --- 3,700
WHITING FIELD NAVAL AIR STATION |
AIRFIELD APPROACH LIGHTING. . ucuevoerecrncnnenranes 2,140 2,140
AIR FORCE
CAPE CANAVERAL AIR STATION
REPLACE FIRE/CRASH RESCUE STATION..:@cvevuvevernn. 7,800 7,800
EGLIN AFB
COMMAND AND CONTROL TEST OPERATIONS CENTER........ 11,400 11,400
HURLBURT FIELD
CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATION FACILITY......ecevunn.. 4,000 4,000
DINING FACILITY/FITNESS CENTER. .« uvucreenvasnrnnns 6,400 6,400
MACDILL AFB
MISSION PLANNING CENTER (PHASE I)uveuevnvunenencss 10,000 ---
TYNDALL AFB
ADD/ALTER COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY...o'vuvuvueuennns --- 5,300
F-22 FUELS SYSTEM MAINTENANCE HANGAR.........o.... 3,050 3,050
F-22 SQUAD OPERATIONS/AIRCRAFT MAINT UNIT HANGAR.. 12,000 12,000
DEFENSE-WIDE
HURLBURT FIELD
"ADD/ALTER MEDICAL/DENTAL CLINIC..euueuceneenenenn, 8,800 8,800
CV-22 TRAINING DEVICE SUPPORT FACILITY......ouw... 10,200 10,200
READINESS SUPPLY PACKAGE FACILITY..©cvuveoencenens 3,200 3,200
MACDILL AFB
PUBLIC ACCESS BUILDING. -« e suesesecrncrasencannnens 2,500 2,500
RENOVATE COMMAND AND CONTROL FACILITY............. 9,500 9,500
MAYPORT NAVAL STATION
REPLACE MEDICAL/DENTAL CLINIC. - uuvuvruenvnvennnnnn 24,000 24,000

AIR NATIONAL GUARD
CAMP BLANDING
REPLACE WEATHER TRAINING COMPLEX.....ecvcvavnaanns 6,900 6,900
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ARMY RESERVE
ST PETERSBURG
ARMED FORCES RESERVE CENTER (PHASE II)............ .- 34,056
NAVY RESERVE
JACKSONVILLE NAVAL AIR STATION
HANGAR RENOVATIONS..... .. iiieccncnnenansasonscnnns 3,744 3,744
READINESS SUPPORT SITE FACILITIES....ieevivneennnn 2,500 2,500
AIR FORCE RESERVE
HOMESTEAD ARB

ADD/ALTER COMMUNICATIONS FACILITY....cvevneencnnen --- 2,000
TOTAL, FLORIDA. .. .viiiitecennracnnnnnnnannannns 155,954 191,010
GEORGIA
ARMY
FORT BENNING
PASSENGER PROCESSING FACILITY....ccvverenennnnnnn 17,000 17,000
RUNWAY EXTENSION....ccivvecinrevnecnnnunansnnnnnes 6,900 - 6,900
FORT GILLEM
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION FORENSIC LABORATORY........ 29,000 29,000
EXPLOSIVE ORDANCE DETACHMENT OPERATIONS BUILDING.. 5,600 5,600
FORT GORDON
INFORMATION SYSTEMS FACILITY....iiieeinevnncennnns 11,000 11,000
VEHICLE MAINTENANCE FACILITY....vcvueureevenannans 23,000 23,000
FORT STEWART
EDUCATION CENTER....viiiieicnnnrnncnvnccnnasenonns 16,000 16,000
SOLDIER SERVICE CENTER.....vevrvernecncencannnanns 10,200 10,200
VEHICLE MAINTENANCE FACILITY............ aeesneanas 13,600 13,600
AIR FORCE
MOODY AFB :
FITNESS CENTER. . .ivviieieenrnencencnsencscesvacnns --- 8,600
ROBINS AFB
FIRE TRAINING FACILITY. .. iiiiiiireiininensnanane 3,800 3,800
LARGE ITEM AIRCRAFT SUPPORT EQUIPMENT PAINT FAC... 3,050 3,050
REPLACE KC-135 SQUADRON OPERATIONS FACILITY....... 7,800 7,800

DEFENSE-WIDE
ALBANY MARINE CORPS LOGISTICS BASE
REPLACE MEDICAL/DENTAL CLINIC....veveerneanrnnnaes 5,800 5,800
FORT BENNING
TACTICAL EQUIPMENT COMPLEX....iccvececsncnnannsons 5,100 5,100
FORT STEWART -
CONSOLIDATED TROOP MEDICAL CLINIC....evueurnnnrees 11,000 11,000
AIR NATIONAL GUARD
ROBINS AFB
REPLACE OPERATIONS AND TRAINING COMPLEX.......n... 6,100 6,100
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AIR FORCE RESERVE
ROBINS AFB
AIR FORCE RESERVE HEADQUARTERS (PHASE II)u........ 2,000 2,000
TOTAL, GEORGIA.....ccevveuerrnsnancnsocnaancnnnnna 176,950 185,550
HAWAT I
ARMY
PEARL HARBOR
SHIPPING OPERATIONS BUILDING.uueeeesnerncaneneenns 11,800 11,800
POHAKULOA TRAINING AREA
COMMAND AND RANGE CONTROL BUILDING...uvev